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From 1235 to 1909. 
GROUPED UNDER SUBJECTS AND ANNOTATED. 


15 volumes for £2 14s. down and Four Quarterly Payments of 
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Being CHITTY’S STATUTES in 15 vols. and Two Parts 
THE PUBLISHERS WILL SEND A SET ON APPROVAL 
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Orders must be sent DIRECT to the Publishers, 
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LONDON, W.C. 


THE BRITISH LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5 LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 
(with Branches throughout the Kingdom), 

SUBSCRIBED OAPITAL AND RESERVES - - £1,280,000 
FIRE, LOSS OF PROFITS DUE TO FIRE, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY under 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, and ee ta, eaent, ACCIDENT AND 

SICKNESS, and BURGLARY, 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies within 
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Capital Stock £400,000 
Debenture Stock eo jes ose se ... £330,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 
Forms of Proposal and full informaxon can be obtained at the Society's Offices. 

W. OSCAR NASH, F.I.A.. Actuary and Secretary. 
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Current Topics. 
The Additional Judges’ Bill. 


THis BILt has now passed the third reading in the House of 
Lords in the following form (omitting common form clauses) :— 

(1) It shall be lawful for His Majesty to appoint two judges of the 
High Court in addition to the number of judges of that court authorized 
to be appointed by the Judicature Acts, 1873 to 1902. 

(2) The judges so appointed shall be attached to the King’s Bench 
Division of the High Court subject to such power of transfer as is in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, mentioned, and the law relating 
to the appointment and qualification of judges of the High Court, to 
their duties and tenure of office, to their precedence, salary, and pensions, 
and otherwise shall apply to any judge appointed under this section, 

It shall be lawful for His Majesty, after the appointment of the said 

judges, to fill any vacancy occurring among the puisne judges of the 
King’s Bench Division, provided that whenever (after the first day of 
January, 1911) the whole number of such eps jadges amounts to 
upwards of fifteen, such vacancy shall not filled unless and until 
an address is presented from both Houses of Parliament representing 
that the state of business iu the King’s Bench Division requires that 
such vacancy should be filled, 
The words, inserted in Committee and given above in italics, 
ensuring that the benefit of the seventeen judges shall be retained for 
nine months, without the necessity of an address from both Houses of 
Parliament, should have provided for-such retention till the 1st of 
January, 1912, as was originally suggested in Lord ALVERSTONE’S 
amendment. It is quite possible that early next year, and before 
the arrears have been worked through (having regard to the limited 
period available in the present year owing to the Long Vacation), 
death or resignation may deprive the King’s Bench Division of two 
judges and Parliament may not be sitting, It is to be hoped that 
the further period may be provided in the House of Commons. 


The Public Trustee. 

THE PuBLic Trustee has, during the last week, had a glorious 
advertising field day. Not only has he presented and published 
the report of his second year’s proceedings—stating that there is 
a surplus of £244 9s. 8d., and an “outstanding debt” of 
£4,204 13s. 10d.—but he has had an opportunity of proclaiming 
the merits of his oflice at a meeting of the Society of Arts, when 
he affirmed that “he could, if no breach of confidence were 
involved, demonstrate the minute, sympathetic and scrupulous 
attention given to the particular requirements of each case,” but, 
painful to say, he met from the Master of the Rolls with the remark 
that he (Mr. STEWART) “seemed to contemplate that the private 





trustee would be in time superseded. He did not believe that, or 
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that even the most assiduous and competent Public Trustee could 
always take the place of a good private trustee.” There are one 
or two matters of interest in the report. It appears that, among 
the Public Trustee’s investments, adopted, as he tells us, after 
consultation with the beneficiaries (which we can well believe), are 
the following: Foreign stocks, bonds, &c., £165,297 15s. 4d.; 
railways, foreign, £281,609 8s. 6d.; commercial and industrial, 
£281,020 2s. 6d.; gas, water, electric light, canals and docks, 
shipping, telegraph and telephone, tramways, £246,769 ls. 2d.; 
banks, insurance, financial trusts, and financial, land, and invest- 
ment, &c., £175,260 3s. 5d. These very remarkable “ trust 
investments” may possibly be the result of the bait of 4 per 
cent. interest held out to beneficiaries in the Public Trustee’s 
advertisements. Another matter of interest is the engagement 
of a matron (presumably to be known as “the Public Trustress ”) 
to supervise the Public Trustee’s numerous wards, and it is 
triumphantly recorded that in one case a position had been 
“found for a girl in a West End drapery establishment.” 


Statutory Powers of Corporations. 

IN THE case of Stourcliffe Estate Co. v. Bournemouth Corporation 
(Times, 12th March) a rule was, in effect, laid down by PARKER, 
J., which, if sound, draws an important distinction between the 
powers of corporate bodies over lands acquired under quasi- 
general Acts and their powers over lands acquired under Acts 
which expressly designate the lands to be acquired. The 
Bournemouth Borough Corporation have statutory powers to 
acquire and deal with land under the Public Health Act, 1875, 
and the Bournemouth Improvement Act, 1892. In pursuance of 
these powers a piece of land was conveyed to the corporation by 
the plaintiff company for the purpose of a public pleasure ground. 
In the conveyance the corporation covenanted not to do certain 
things, and amongst others not to erect buildings “ except 
such structures as summer-houses, a band-stand, or shelters.” 
The corporation proposed to erect lavatories, and the 
company sought to restrain them from doing so. The 
corporation contended that their covenant was wholly void, 
as being a covenant not to exercise statutory powers. 
Several cases were relied on as authorities for this contention, 
the latest being Re South-Eastern Railway and Wiffin’s Contract 
(1907, 2 Ch. 366). Parker, J., made an order for the injunc- 
tion asked for, and held that the covenant was not void but 
binding on the corporation, He distinguished the eases referred 
to on the ground that in each of them the land in question had 
been specifically designated and described in a statute, whereas 
in the present case there was no statute in which the land was 
specified as land which the corporation could acquire for certain 
purposes. This distinction does not appear to be very satisfac- 
tory. If a corporation cannot contract itself out of statutory 
powers over land which it can only acquire and use by virtue of 
a statute or statutes, what difference can it make whether a 
particular piece of land is or is not specifically mentioned in some 
one of the enabling statutes? The moment the land is acquired 
it is subject to all statutory powers, just as much as if described 
by metes and bounds in a statute. 


The Divorce Commission. 


THE SITTINGS of the Royal Commission on the Law of Divorce 
continue to extract from the witnesses many diverse opinions. Mr. 
Fossett Lock urged the preparation of lists of solicitors and 
counsel who would be willing to appear for poor suitors without 
charge, and (as mentioned elsewhere) Lord SALVESEN, in giving 
evidence as to the Scotch law of divorce, stated that the system of 
gratuitous assistance is in force in Scotland, but with the important 
qualification that the lawyers, if successful, can recover their fees 
from the other side. Mr. Fossetr Lock also advised unlimited 
county court jurisdiction in divorce, and was in favour of the publi- 
cation of reports of divorce proceedings; an approval of the 
existing practice which has been endorsed by at least one other 
witness. Among stipendiary magistrates and others conversant 
with the actual working of magistrates’ separation orders, there 
seems to be a general opinion that the cperation of the order is 
in the majority of cases only temporary, and that the parties come 


that this is usually the case ; Mr. F. C. DINGLE, the clerk to the 
Sheffield justices, says that in 70 per cent. of the cases the parties 
go back; and Mr. JoHN Roserts, the clerk tothe Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Justices, puts the percentage at 75, and gives as the reason that 
they are forced to resume cohabitation by economic considerations. 
The wife, in fact, finds it impossible to collect her maintenance from 
the husband, though apparently a remedy for this lies in making it 
payable to a police official. On the whole this class of evidence 
seems to shew that separation orders do not tend to immorality, 
and that they are not in practice permanent ; though, where 
there is no chance of reconciliation, it is considered that the order 
should be followed by divorce. One witness—Mr. Dove.as 
EyrE, of the Poor Man’s Lawyer Department, Oxford House, 
Bethnal Green—in addition to extending jurisdiction to the 
county court, would treat both parties as on an equality in 
regard to the grounds of divorce ; for the reason that marriage 
is a contract, and that the grounds of dissolution must be the 
same on both sides. This obviously goes too far. If marriage 
is‘a contract and nothing more, it must be capable of dissolution 
at the will of both parties. If the State forbids this, the State 
can also specify the grounds for divorce, and make them different 
for either side, if the facts so require. The view of the inequality 
of the sexes in this respect seems to be represented as strongly 
before the commissioners as the view of equality. 


Postponement of Right to Redeem. 


Ir 1s well-settled that a provision in a mortgage deed making 
the loan irredeemable for a fixed short period of years is not 
such a clog on the equity of redemption as to be on this ground 
invalid, but it is otherwise where the deed purports to bind the 
mortgagor not to redeem for a long period, and such a stipula- 
tion was held by Joycg, J., to be void in the recent case of Morgan 
v. Jefferies (Times, the 26th of February). There a mortgage of 
a public-house for £5,500 to a brewer, made in 1896, provided 
that the mortgagor should not be entitled to pay off the mort- 
gage money before 1924, a period of twenty-eight years; and 
there was also a provision that the mortgagor would for thirty- 
one years, from 1893, and for so long afterwards as any money 
should be due under the mortgage, purchase all liquors required 
for the premises from the mortgagee or his nominees. ‘There 
were incidents connected with the power of sale which the 
learned judge described as being of an extraordinary character, 
but it is not necessary to refer to them in particular. It 
seems to have been always recognized that the time 
during which redemption is postponed must be reason- 
able. Postponements of the remedies both of mortyagor and 
mortgagee, it has been said (Fisher on Mortgages, par. 1147), 
‘are usually limited to periods of five or seven years, and they 
are supported on the ground that the contract is valuable to both 
parties ; the mortgagee, on the other hand, being sure of a con- 
tinuing security for his money, and the mortgagor being freed 
from the expense and trouble of seeking new lenders.” In the 
early case of Talbot y. Braddyl (1 Vern. 183, 394), a mortgage 
made in 1657 was not to be redeemable till 1688. This was 
considered an unreasonable time, and the mortgagor was allowed 
to redeem before the date fixed. In Cowdry v. Day (1 Giff. 316), 
Stuart, V.C., observed that it was not usual to restrict by 
stipulation the right of the mortgagor to pay off the money for 
so long a period as there in question—namely, twenty years. 
In the present case there were other circumstances, including 
the nature of the power of sale above referred to, which, in the 
view of the learned judge, combined to make the transaction 
unduly burdensome on the mortgagor, and he regarded the period 
of twenty-eight years for which the deed purported to preclude 
the mortgagor from redeeming as exceeding all reasonable limits. 
The provision was therefore void, and it may be surmised that this 
would have been so on the ground of the length of the period alone. 


The Incidence of Estate Duty. 

THE DECISION of WARRINGTON, J., in He Pullen (ante, p. 
341) deals with an interesting point as to the incidence of 
estate duty when the residuary personalty is not sufficient to pay 
the whole amount of the duty. The personalty undisposed of 
by the will of the testator forms, of course, the primary fund 
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for payment of estate duty in respect of all property which Great Northern Railway Co.’s (Capital) Act, 1890, under which 
sses to the executor as such. The attempt to impose on | the stocks were issued. This section provides that “the terms 
personalty specifically bequeathed a rateable share of the duty | and conditions on which any preferred converted ordinary stock 
was summarily rejected by KEKewicH, J., in Re Culverhouse \ or deferred converted ordinary stock is issued shall be stated on 
(1896, 2 Ch. 251), and more recently the Court of Appeal in Re | the certificate thereof.” One of the conditions stated on the 
Hadley (1909, 1 Ch. 20) has terminated the dispute as to the certificates of the stocks in question was that dividends were 
incidence of the duty in respect of property passing under a| payable by warrants sent by post to the proprietor’s registered 
eneral power of appointment by throwing that also on the | address. The company’s contention was that, this condition 
residuary personalty. [t is only where duty is payable for which having been fulfilled in the present case, they were relieved from 
the executor is not accountable that a different principle prevails, | any further liability to pay the dividends. The judge decided 

held that there was no request 


and then the duty is not thrown on the residue, but is paid ulti-| in favour of the plaintiff. He 
by the plaintiff to send the warrant by post unless one could 


mately by the persons beneficially entitled to the property in pro- 

portion to their shares: Berry v. Gaukroger (1903, 2 Ch., p. 131). | be implied from the fact that the plaintiff had for many 

Where, however, the residuary personalty is insufficient to pay the | years received his warrants by post and had raised no objection 

estate duty forwhich the executor is accountable, the question arises | to that method of transmission, which implication, he held, did 
“eonditions” referred to in 


whether the deficiency must be made good out of the personalty | not arise. He also held that the 
section 9 were conditions specified in the Act, which nowhere 


specifically bequeathed or out of undisposed-of realty, and in Re 
Pullen (supra) an attempt was made, though unsuccessfully, to mentioned warrants or how they were to besent. Leave to appeal 
impose it on the personalty. The testator’sestate consisted of realty | was given on the terms that the company should bear their costs 
specifically devised, realty undisposed of, leaseholds and other per- | of the appeal. We shall not be surprised to find that an appeal 
sonalty specifically bequeathed, and personalty undisposed of. The | is preferred, but we shall be surprised if the appeal succeeds. 
last item amounted to about £2,000. The funeral and testamentary | Section 11 of the Act provides tbat the stocks ‘shall be entitled ” to 
expenses and debts amounted to £4,800, the entire amount cf | the dividends therein mentioned. There is no provision in the Act 
estate duty payable by the executors being included in the ‘as to how these dividends are to be paid, except that section 16 
testamentary expenses ; but of this estate duty some £2,800 was provides for receipts by guardians and committees in the case of 
in respect of the specifically bequeathed personalty. If the rule | stockholders who are not sw juris. Whena dividend is declared 
as to the order of assets for payment of debts applied to estate the company is bound to pay that dividend to the persons 
duty, then the first property to become liable after the residuary entitled thereto, and neither non-payment nor payment to the 
personalty would be the real estate undisposed of, and thus the | wrong person can, as it seems to Us, discharge them from that 
heir would have to pay estate duty on the specifically bequeathed | liability. 
personalty. In Shepheard v. Beetham (6 Ch. D., p. 603), a 
similar case with regard to probate duty, Mains, V.C., held | “ Accidents * under Workmen’s Compensation 
that, while the heir was liable for debts, he was not liable Act, 1906. 
for probate duty, since he was not interested in the will Ir woutp be hard to say whether the decision of the House 
being proved ; and, so far as the residuary personalty was | of Lords in Clover Clayton & Co. v. Hughes, given this week 
insufficient to pay the probate duty, it was thrown upon] (Jimes, 15th March), is more important from the legal or from 
the specifically bequeathed personalty. But it is to be|the economic point of view. It seems almost impossible 
remembered that the testamentary expenses are payable | that the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, should continue 
before debts, and the correct rale would seem to be to apply } to be interpreted in the light of this, the latest, decision upon 
the assets in discharge of these expenses in the same order as in| jt; and the interests both of employers and employed would 
discharge of debts ; and this is the rule which WARRINGTON, J.,,; seem to require that the Act should be promptly amended. A 
adopted, declining to follow Shepheard v. Beetham on the ground | workman in an advanced state of disease performs a very 
that the position had been altered by the Land Transfer Act, | ordinary act in the course of bis employment, and the balance 
1897. Hence the estate duty, being a testamentary expense, is | of bis physical constitution is upset by what would be, to a man 
thrown, like the debts, on the undisposed-of realty. in better health, a perfectly harmless exertion ; thereupon the 
ool employer is liable for the result of this “accident.” This is 
A Lost Railway Dividend Warrant. shortly the decision of the House of Lords, and the rule that 
A CASE of great interest to railway shareholders was recently | must be followed for the future if the Act remains as it is. The 
decided in the Clerkenwell County Court by Judge WiLLIs. The difficulty of the case is well indicated by the division of opinion 
action was brought by Mr. F. J. THAIRLWALL, solicitor, against | among the law lords. The Lord Chancellor delivered the 
the Great Northern Railway Company to recover £2 10s., being | leading speech, which was—for Lord LorEsuRN—of unusual 
dividends, less income tax, on certain stocks of which the plaintiff | length. Lord MACNAGHTEN’S speech is not reported in the 
was the registered proprietor. The facts, as stated in the judg- | Times, but he and Lord CoLLIns agreed with the Lord Chancellor. 


ment, were as follows: ‘A warrant for the amount due to the plain- Lord ATKINSON and Lord SHAW dissented, and Lord SHAW’S 
h. The decision of the House rests on 


tiff was duly sent by post to his registered address, but failed to | speech is given at lengt 

reach him. He at once wrote to the company, informing them of | the definition of “ accident” given by Lord MACNAGHTEN in 

the non receipt of the warrant, and upon receiving a reply that | Fenton v. Thorley (1903, A. ©. 443, 448)—“‘an unlooked-for 

the warrant had been duly posted to his registered address, he re- mishap or an untoward event which is not expected or designed.” 

quested the company to stop payment at their bankers, which was | (Fenton v. Thorley was decided under the Act of 1897, and the 

done, but the warrant had not been presented to them or been paid, | Act of 1906 now replaces the Acts of 1897 and 1900.) The 
ature of the recent decision, both legally and 


nor had any information respecting it been received by either the | unsatisfactory 0 

plaintiff or the company. After inquiry at the Post Office and some | economically, is well pointed out in the dissenting speech of Lord 

correspondence between the parties, the plaintiff, after the three |SHaw. An observation of Lord DUNEDIN is quoted from Coe v. 
ited in the courts below): “I 


months during which the warrant had been in force had expired, | Fife Coal Co. (a Scottish case not cl 
confess that I have found the case to be one of great delicacy and 


wrote the company to request them to issue a duplicate warrant 

to him. This the company agreed to do on condition that | difficulty, with which one is not unfamiliar in the law, where one 
he signed an indemnity, a form of which they inclosed in a letter. | seems almost driven by the course of decisions, each of which 
This indemnity the plaintiff declined to sign as being unreasonable | gradually goes little further than the one which preceded it, 
and too wide in its scope, inasmuch as it called upon him to indem- | until at last you reach a point which, when the first decision was 
nify the company for anything that might happen, even for the | given, was probably not contemplated.” This well describes 
acts and defaults of their own servants. The main ground | the progress of English case law in many spheres. The economic 


was that the posting of the dividend warrant | difficulty created by the decision is thus put by Lord SHaw: 
ment of | “ A new peril will have been introduced into the lives of many 
debility and chronic disease, are 





March 19, 



































of defence 
to the registered address of the plaintiff was pay 


the dividends, and reliance was placed on t 


he ninth section of the , workers who, notwithstanding 

















& WEEKLY REPORTER. March 19, TOTO, 











356 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 





, an , 2 | : ; al , RR RE 
most anxious and willing to devote their remaining powers to| sue in formd pauperis are comparatively rare. Litigation in the 


earning.an independent livelibood. Should such persons be held 
to carry with them into and upon employment the serious 
additional liability alluded to, employment may become for such 
persons—often the most needy and deserving of the population 
more difficult to obtain.” 


Sale by Vendor with Defective Title. 

IT FREQUENTLY happens that a vendor enters into a contract 
of sale before he is in a position to make a title to the property, 
and if he has not already secured the means of confirming his 
title he places himself at the mercy of the purchaser. ‘ When,” 
said RomILiy, M.R., in Forrer v. Nash (35 Beav. 167), “a person 
sells property which he is neither able to convey himself, nor 
has the power to compel a conveyance of it from any other per- 
son, the purchaser, as soon as he finds that to be the case, may 
say, ‘I will have nothing to do with it.’ The purchaser is not 
bound to wait to see whether the vendor can induce some third 
person (who has the power) to join in making a good title to the 
property sold.” It has been held, however, by Eve, J., in Ji 
Huckleshy and Atkinson’s Contract (ante, p. 342) that this right of 
the purchaser to repudiate the contract on the ground of want 
of title arises only where the want of title actually exists ; it 
does not arise where the vendor has a good title and his only 
default is in not satisfying the purchaser that he has a right 
toconvey. There the abstract offered to the purchaser ended 
with a conveyance to an owner who was not the vendor. The 
vendor had contracted for the purchase of the property, and 
proposed that the conveyance should be taken direct to his 
sub-purchaser, but the contract was not included in the abstract. 
The purchaser, on perusing the abstract, repudiated the contract 
with himself on the ground that the vendor had not got the legal 
estate, but Eve, J., held that the repudiation was not justified. 
The vendor, although he had not the legal estate, was in a posi- 
tion to compel a conveyance of it, and the case, therefore, was 
not one in which the purchaser was at liberty to repudiate his 
contract for want of title. But in such cases the abstract should, 
of course, include the contract under which the vendor claims, 
and the omission to include it in the present case had the effect 
of depriving the vendor of his costs. Cases of want of title may 
arise where trustees sell without a proper power of sale, and pos- 
sibly it is sufficient if they obtain the concurrence of their bene- 
ficiaries, and confirm their title at any time before the day fixed 
for completion, so that the purchaser could not repudiate the 
title till this day had passed: see Re Head’s Trustees and Mac- 
donald (45 Ch. D. 310). But the written direction of the bene- 
ficiaries before the sale will clearly remove any objection on this 
ground: Je Laker and Selmon’s Contract (1907, 1 Ch. 238). 


Litigation and the Poorer Classes. 

THE EVIDENCE of Lord SALVESEN, the senior judge of the 
Outer House of the Court of Session in Scotland, before the 
Divorce Commission in London, may serve to remind English- 
men of the inadequate piovision made south of the Tweed for 
enabling the poorer classes to obtain professional assistance in 
the conduct of litigation. Lord SALVESEN stated that in Scotland 
the Faculty of Advocates appoint six advocates as counsel for 
the poor, and the solicitors appoint eight of their number to act 
as solicitors for the poor. Local solicitors also elect represen- 
tatives to act for the poor at the sheriffs’ courts. Ali these 
gentlemen act gratuitously and the system works well. No 
court fees, or fees to counsel, agents, or shorthand writers could 
be charged against the poor litigant, though these might be 
recovered against the defender if the case was successful. Apart 
from travelling expenses, the outlay was practically nil. A 
substantial number of the whole body of litigants was on the 
poor’s roll. A similar statement could scarcely be made with 
regard to English litigants. The statute Henry 7, c. 12, may 
be considered as the charter’ of actions by paupers. It is 
intituled “A mean to help and speed poor persons in their 
suits.” But it is merely a skeleton enactment. There was no 
attempt to frame a practical code of procedure, and a reference 
to the Digests of Cases will shew that the occasions in which 
applications have been made to allow persons to be admitted to 


superior courts cannot at the present day be said to be adminis- 
| tered “indifferently as well to the poor as the rich.” England 
in this respect lags behind foreign nations. The delays of French 
procedure are an intolerable evil, but judicial assistance is liber. 
ally afforded to persons suing in formd pauperis. 


Forgery of Telegrams. 


THE TRIAL of Mr. Frep Horner before BRAY, J., at the Central 
Criminal Court, may serve as a useful commentary upon a prac- 
tical and salutary enactment. By the Post Office (Protection) 
Act, 1884, s. 11, every person who forges, or wilfully and 
without due authority alters a telegram, or utters a telegram 
knowing the same to be forged, or wilfully and without due 
authority altered, or who transmits by telegraph as a tele- 
gram, or utters as a telegram, any message or communication 
which he knows to be not a telegram, shall, whether he had 
or had not an intent to defraud, be guilty of a misdemeanour, 
and shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceed 
ing £10, and on conviction on indictment to imprisonment, with 
or without hard labour, for a period not exceeding twelve months. 
The prisoner was indicted for unlawfully forging and uttering a 





telegram addressed to a newspaper in the name of a well-known 
contributor tothe paper. There was no allegation of intent to 
defraud. A motion to quash the indictment on the ground that 
it disclosed no offence was rejected. The learned judge held 
that, while an intent to deceive must be proved, no intent to 
defraud was necessary, and that the question whether the contents 
of the telegram were or were not false was rather a matter for the 
judge in fixing the punishment. The prisoner was found guilty 
and sentenced to imprisonment. We have recently read several 
instances of the outrageous impostures called ‘“ hoaxes,” and it 
may well be that under the present law they might be the 
subject of criminal proceedings if perpetrated by means of forged 
telegrams, but not otherwise. 


The Law Society. 

THE SPECIAL general meeting of the society will be held on 
the 29th of April; and the annual provincial meeting will take 
place at Bristol on the 27th and 28th of September. 








Provisions in Assurances as to Fire 
Insurance. 


Ir will be convenient before discussing the forms of covenants to 
insure against fire to state shortly the law as to insurances of 
this nature. 

General principles.—A policy of fire insurance in the usual form 
is merely a contract by the insuring office with the person effect- 
ing the policy (commonly called “the assured ”) to indemnify 
him against loss or damage by fire happening to the thing insured 
to an amount not exceeding the sum stated in the policy : Darrell 
v. Tibbitts (5 Q. B. D. 560), Rayner v. Preston (18 Ch. D. 1), West of 
England, dc., Vo. v. Isaacs (1897, 1 Q. B. 226), Phenix Assurance Co, 
¥; Spoon y (1905, 2K. B. 753). 

‘Lhree rules follow from this :—— 

First.—If the interest of the assured in the thing assured 
determines before the fire occurs, he suffers no loss; there is 
nothing in respect of which he requires to be indemnified, and 
therefore nothing can be claimed in respect of the policy. 











Secondly.-If a person other than the assured is bound by con- 
tract with him, or by law, to make good the loss, the assured 
can only recover from the office the amount of his loss arising 
from that person failing wholly or partially to perform his 
obligation, and if the office pays the policy moneys to the 
assured they will be entitled to be repaid in the event of the 
obligation being satisfied, and if the obligation is not satisfied, 
the office will be entitled to use all the remedies that the assured 
had against that other person in order that they may recover 
from him the moneys they have paid: Darrell v. Tibbitts (5 
Q. B. D. 560), a case which deserves careful perusal, /Vest of 
England, &c., Vo. v. Isaacs (1897, 1 Q. B. 226), Castellain v. Preston 
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(11 Q. B. D. 380), Phenix Assurance Co. v. Spooner (1905, 2 K. B. 
753). 

Thirdly.—The interest of the assured in the policy moneys 
cannot be assigned without the consent of the office : Saddlers Co. v. 
Badcock (2 Atk. 554), Lynch v. Dalzll (4 Br. P. ©. 431), London 
Investment Co. v4 Montefiore (9 L. T. N. S. 688). 

The Fires Prevention (Metropolis) Act, 1774.—Before we discuss 
the application of these rules, it will be convenient to consider 
the provisions of 14 Geo. 3, ¢. 78, which bears the above-men- 
tioned short title. The whole of the Act, except sections 83 and 
86, applies only to buildings “ within the Cities of London and 
Westminster and the Liberties thereof and other the parishes, 
precincts, and places within the weekly bills of mortality, the 

rishes of St. Mary le bon Paddington, St. Pancras and St. 
es Chelsea, in the County of Middlesex. .” The 
whole of the Act (except the sections above referred to) has been 
repealed. 

It was decided in Filliter v. Phippard (11 Q. B. 347) that 
section 86, which relates to accidental fires; and in Ez parte 
Goreley (4 De G. J. & S. 477), more fully reported 5 N. R. 22, 
that section 83 applies to the whole of England. The 
latter section, among other provisions, requires the office, at the 
request of any person interested in a house or buildings which 
may be destroyed or damaged by fire, to cause the insurance money 
to be laid out towards rebuilding or repairing the damage. 

A doubt was expressed by Lord WATSON in Westminster, dc. v. 
Glasgow, &e., Society (13 App. Cas., at p. 714) whether x parte 
Goreley was correctly decided, but having regard to the argu- 
ments in that case as reported in 5 N. R., to the dictum in 
Richards v. Easto (15 M. & W., at p. 251), and to the decisions in 
Gaussen v. Whatman (93 L. T. 101) (where the Act was not 
referred to) and in Le Quicke (1908, 1 Ch. 887), the doubts of 
Lord WATSON may be disregarded. 

A request made to the office in pursuance of the section must 
be a distinct request, and must be made before the office has 
settled with the assured : Simpson v. Scottish, dc., Co. (1 H. & M. 
818). A mandimus will not lie to compel the office to expend 
the policy moneys in rebuilding, as the Act does not enable them 
to enter for that purpose. The proper course for a person 
claiming the benefit of the Act to adopt is to obtain an injunc- 
tion restraining the office from paying the policy moneys to 
the assured without obtaining sufficient security that he will 
apply the money in rebuilding (Wimbledon v. Imperial, dc., 15 
T. L. R. 813), but consider Simpson vy. Scottish, dc., Co. (supra), 
where Woon, V.C., held that the office could not, after the request 
had been made, pay the moneys to the assured. 

The late Mr. DAVIDSON says (3 Dav. Prec. 59): “It does not 
appear to have been determined whether in the event of the 
insurance money being paid by the office before any of the 
other persons interested intervene, the Act would create an 
equity in favour of such persons, or whether the operation of the 
Act is confined to the case expressly provided for.” The cases of 
Leeds v. Cheetham (1 Sim. 146) and Lofft v. Dennis (1 El. & El. 474) 
appear to shew that no such equity exists. If it exists, it would 
probably have been asserted in Seymour v. Vernon (16 Jur. 189), 
Warwicker v. Bretnall (23 Ch. D. 188), and Gaussen v. Whatman 

(93 L. T. 101). 

Re Quicke (1908, 1 Ch. 887) presents much difficulty. During 
the minority of an infant tenant for life, the trustees, acting 
under the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 42, and the Trustee Act, 
1893, s. 18, insured buildings on the settled land and settled 
chattels in their own names and paid the premiums out of income. 
The buildings and chattels were damaged by fire and the trustees 
received the policy moneys. It was held that the remaindermen 
had a statutory right under the Fires Prevention (Metropolis) 
Act, 1774, to require the moneys received in respect of the 
policy on the buildings to be applied in rebuilding, but that the 
moneys received in respect of the policy on the chattels belonged 
to the tenant for life. It will be observed that the rights of the 
remaindermen did not depend on the fact that the ‘premiums on 
the policies were paid out of income, as if this had been the ratio 
decidendi the policy moneys would have belonged to the infant. 
It must be taken to bea decision that, after policy moneys have 
been paid by the office on an insurance on buildings to the 








assured, the other persons interested in the buildings have a 
statutory right to have them applied in making good the los. 
Having regard to the decisions above referred to, it can hardly 
be said that the decision in Re Quicke is conclusive. 

Vendor and Purchaser.—If€ a house contracted to be sold_is 
damaged by fire before completion, the purchaser has to pay his 
purchase money without compensation for the damage (Hayner v. 
Preston, 18 Ch. D. 1; Poole v. Adams, 4 N. R. 9), and therefore 
the vendor (who has suffered no loss by the fire) cannot claim 
under a policy owned by him, and if the policy moneys are paid 
to him the office can, after completion, recover them from him: 
Castellain v. Preston (11 Q. B.D. 380), West of England, dc., Co. v. 
Isaacs (1897, 1 Q. B. 226), Phenix v. Spooner (1905, 2 K. B. 
753). 

The question whether a person who has contracted to 
purchase buildings, which are insured by the vendor and are 
damaged by fire before completion, can insist on the office putting 
the buildings into repair under the provision of the Act above 
referred to 1s one of some difficulty. It will be found discussed 
in Dart V. & P. (7d. ed.), 193, and Williams V. & P. 445 

While it is perhaps impossible, having regard to the difference 
of opinion of these authorities, to state the rule with 
certainty, still the following observations may enable the reader 
to form a correct opinion. The case appears to fall within 
the first and second of the above-mentioned rules. As above 
stated, if a loss arises from fire after the contract is signed, 
the loss has to be borne by the purchaser, not by the vendor; 
and, if the vendor obtains any money in respect of the policy 
from the office, he has to refund it after completion. In other 
words, the property stands at the risk of the purcbaser—not of the 
vendor ; and therefore the vendor has no claim against the office 
in case of fire, but he is entitled to be paid the whole of the pur- 
chase money from the purchaser without taking the loss by fire 
into account. If the purchaser was entitled to call upon the 
office to rebuild, the result would be that he would acquire the 
property in an undamaged state, or, in other words, he would 
get more than be bargained for, while the vendor would get less, 
and he would have to repay out of the purchase money the 
amount spent by the office in rebuilding. If this reasoning is 
correct, the purchaser cannot insist on the office rebuilding. 

It has been decided (Vernon v. Smith, 5 B. & Ald. 1) that a 
covenant by % lessee to insure buildings really amounts to a 
covenant to apply the policy moneys in rebuilding, and that, 
therefore, the benefit of the covenant runs with the reversion. It 
follows that where a lessee covenants to insure buildings situated 
in the places mentioned in the Fires Prevention (Metropolis) 
Act, 1774 (and, if the decision in Ex parte Goreley (supra) is correct, 
situated in any part of Kngland), and a fire occurs, there is a 
breach of covenant which is continuous until the damage is made 
good, and that, if the damage is not made good at completion, 
the purchaser can sue on the covenant as the assign of the 
reversioner, and that, if the policy money has not been paid 
before completion, he can require it to be applied in making 
good the damage. 

Landlord and Tenant.—If a tenant covenants to keep a house 
in repair, or to give it up at the end of the term in repair, he 
is bound to do so, even if it be damaged or destroyed by 
fire: Bullock v. Dommitt (6 T. R. 650). It appears to follow 
that where the tenant covenants to repair, and the landlord insures 
(not being bound to do so) and the office pays the insurance money 
on a fire taking place to the landlord, the office can recover 
from the landlord all the damages that he can recover from the 
lessee owing to the breach of his covenant to repair. If this view 
is correct, it appears to follow that the tenant cannot compel the 
office to apply the policy moneys in rebuilding: Loft v. Dennis 
(1 El. & E}. 474). The same result appears to follow if the tenant 
covenants to repair, and the insurance by the landlord is made in 
pursuance of a covenant containing no direction as to the appli- 
cation of the purchase money : Leeds v. Cheetham (1 Sim. 146). IE, 
however, the landlord covenanted to apply the policy moneys in re- 
building, the doctrine in Ex parte Goreley (supra) appears to apply, as 
in the latter case the covenant by the tenant would probably be 
construed so as not to render him liable to rebuild in case ot fire. 
On the other hand, if the tenant does not covenant to repair he 
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probably can (according to Ex parte Goreley) require the office to 
apply the moneys becoming payable on a policy voluntarily taken 
out by the landlord towards rebuilding. Leeds v. Cheetham and 
Lofft v. Dennis (supra) are not authorities to the contrary, as in 
each of those cases the policy moneys were paid by the office to 
thé assured before any other person requested them to apply 
them in rebuilding. 

We have already pointed out that a covenant by a tenant for 
years to insure buildings is in effect a covenant to rebuild, and 
that therefore the benefit runs with the reversion : Vernon v. Smith 
(5 B. & Ald. 1). 

Mortgages.—In cases not provided for by Lord Cranworth’s 
Act (23 & 24 Vict. c. 145) or by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and 
in the absence of special contract, neither the mortgagor nor the 
mortgagee has any claim on moneys received under a policy 
effected by the other of them: Dobson v. Land (8 Hare 216) ; 
Bellamy v. Brickenden (2 J. & H. 137); Rayner v. Preston 
(18 Ch. D. i} Lee S V. Whiteley (LL. R. 2 Kq., at p.- 149) ; and 
apparently cannot insist on the policy moneys being applied in 
rebuilding pursuant to 14 Geo. 3, ¢. 83: consider Wimbledon 
v. Imperial, dc. (18 T. L. R. 815); Westminster, dc. v. Glasgow, 
&c., Society (13 App. Cas., at p. 713). 

Under the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 19, a mortgagee under 
a mortgage made by deed after 1881 may insure any part of the 
mortgaged property, and the premiums paid on such insurance 
are to be a charge on the mortgaged property, in addition to, and 
at the same rate of interest as, the mortgaged money. Further 
provisions as to insurance are contained in section 23, the most 
important of which for the purposes of this article are the sub- 
sections following, which provide :— 

‘*(3) All money received on an insurance effected under the mort- 
gage deed or under this Act shall, if the mortgagee so requires, be 
applied by the mortgagor in making good the loss or damage in 
respect of which the money is received.” 

‘**(4) Without prejudice to any obligation to the contrary imposed 
by law, or by special contract, a mortgagee may require that all 
money received on an insurance be applied in or towards discharge 
of the money due under his mortgage.” 


Bearing in mind that the power to insure conferred on mort- 
gagees by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, only arises where the 
mortgage is made by deed, it follows that the first of these sub- 
sections applies only to mortgages of that nature.- As “ ‘mort- 
gagor’ includes any person from time to time deriving title 
under the original mortgagor, or entitled to redeem a mortgage ” 
(see section 2), the sub-section applies to moneys received on an 
insurance effected by a second mortgagee. On the other hand, 
a subsequent mortgagee cannot require moneys received on a 
policy effected by a prior mortgagee to he applied under the 
section as the Jatter is not “ the mortgagor,” 

It is extremely difficult to understand sub-section 4, and we 
can only hope that the comments which we make will not 
lead our readers into error. This sub-section applies to a 
charge for securing money or money’s worth on property 
of any nature: see the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 2 (vi.). 
Probably the “ obligation to the contrary imposed by 
law,” means the right of any person interested in the property, 
when it consists of houses or buildings, to call upon the office to 
apply the insurance moneys in rebuilding pursuant to the Fires 
Prevention (Metropolis) Act, 1774, but it can hardlybe said that this 
18 perfectly clear. The special contract need not be contained in 
the mortgage under which the mortgagee claims—as, for example, 
where a second mortgage contains a contract as to the applica- 
tion of moneys to be received under a policy effected in accordance 
with the provisions in his mortgage, the first mortgagee cannot 
claim that those moneys should be applied towards payment of 
the moneys due under his mortgage. The meaning of “ insur- 
ance” in the phrase ‘‘ money received on an insurance ” appears 
to be an insurance effected under the mortgage of the mortgagee 
seeking to enforce the clause or under the statutory powers con- 
ferred on him by the joint operation of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, and his mortgage, because, if this were not the case, moneys 
received on an insurance effected by a first mortgagee would 
have to be applied in discharge of a second mortgage. It appears 


the mortgagor, or persons claiming under him, not made under 
a special contract, and not including a second mortgagee. 

There is a further difference between the sub-sections : the 
former takes effect at whatever time the loss occurs, the latter 
only if the loss occurs after the mortgage money becomes due, a 
matter which has to be borne in mind in settling mortgages for 
a term certain: see the form applicable to this case 2 K. & EF, 
59, note. 

Except in small transactions, it is the practice to insert an 
express power enabling the mortgagee to insure, or, if that is 
not done, to add some express powers supplementing the statutory 
power, as that power only arises in case the mortgagor neglects 
to keep up an insurance to the amount for which the mortgagee 
is authorized by the Act to insure, and the Act does not contain 
any provisions enabling the mortgagee to see that an insurance 
for the proper amount is effected and kept up. It is not necessary 
to discuss these supplemental provisions in detail as they will 
be found in any good collection of conveyancing forms. 

The inexperienced draftsman may be somewhat puzzled as to 
the form of the covenant where some prior instrument affecting 
the property contains a covenant to insure. Three cases occur in 
practice :— 

(1) Where the property is leasehold and the lease contains 
a sufficient covenant for insurance and for the application 
of the insurance moneys in making good the loss. In this case 
it will generally suffice for the mortgagor to covenant to keep the 
property insured according to the covenants in the lease and to 
produce the policy and receipts for the premiums to the mort- 
gagee. If the covenant in the lease so admits, let the covenant 
in the mortgage provide for the insurance being in the joint 
names of the lessee and the mortgagee. 

(2) Where the property is freehold, subject to a lease 
which contains a sufficient covenant as to insurance and as to 
the sg Pron of the insurance moneys. In this case the mort- 
gagee becomes at law the reversioner, and nothing is necessary, 
except where the policy is to be in the joint names of the lessee 
and the reversioner, to insert the name of the mortgagee in the 
policy. 

(3) In the case of a second mortgage, it will generally suffice 
for the mortgagor to covenant to insure and keep insured 
according to the coverant in the first mortgage, and to produce 
the policy and receipts. 

In all these cases there are two forms that the covenant can 
take. The necessary variations can be introduced into the 
covenant to insure (see 2 K. & E. 33), or the covenant may be 
framed without reference to the existing covenants for insurance, 
and a proviso may be inserted (see 2 K. & E. 90) declaring 
that the production of the receipts for the premiums of the 
policies effected in pursuance of the covenants in the lease or 
prior mortgage shall be taken in satisfaction of the covenant to 
insure. This latter scheme is preferable where there are a large 
number of prior instruments. 

Buildings on Settled Land.—-The general rule appears to be that 
where an insurance is kept up by or on behalf of a tenant for life 
or tenant in tai! who is under no liability to insure, the insurance 
moneys belong to him (Seymour v. Vernon, 16 Jur. 189 ; Warwicker 
v. Bretnall, 23 Ch. D. 188; Gaussen v. Whatman, 93 L. T. 101), 
though of course the tenant for life can shew by his conduct that 
he intends the insurance moneys to be applied for the benefit of the 
remainderman ; Norris v. Harrison (2 Madd. 268). 

In Re Quicke (1908, 1 Ch. 887) SWINFEN Eapy, J., observes that 
in Seymour v. Vernon and Warwicker v. Bretnall the insurance 
money was not required for rebuilding, and that in Gaussen v. 
Whatman the adult tenant for life, who had insured in his own 
name, decided not to rebuild, and that rebuilding was not 
insisted on by the remaindermen. 

In Re Quicke, as already stated, during the minority of a tenant 
for life of settled estates, the trustees, acting under the powers of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 42, and the Trustee Act, 1893, s. 
18, insured a house on the settled property and heirlooms in their 
names and paid the premiums out of income. The house and 
furniture suffered loss by fire, and it was held that the remainder- 
men were entitled under the Fires Prevention (Metropolis) Act, 





also to include moneys received under an insurance effected by 


1774, to have the money received in respect of the house applied in 
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rebuilding, but that the infant was entitled to the money received 
in respect of the furniture, Simpson v. Scottish, d&c., Co.(1 H. & M. 
618) was not cited. So far as we are aware, Re Quicke is the only 
case in which the provisions of the Act as to the investment of 
policy moneys have been applied where no request was made to the 
office pursuant to the Act before the moneys had been paid, except 
indeed where, by arrangement between all parties, it was agreed 
that their rights should be the same (notwithstanding the 
payment of the insurance money by the office) as if the request 
had been made. It is to be hoped that the question raised by 
Re Quicke will shortly be brought before the Court of Appeal. 

Having regard to the difficulties in the construction of the 
Fires Prevention (Metropolis) Act, 1774, which we have already 
pointed out, it will be expedient, in every settlement or will 
conferring an express or statutory power, or making it obli- 
gatory to insure against fire, to state what is to be done with 
the policy moneys in case a loss occurs. In most cases it will 
be proper to state that they are to be applied in making good the 
loss, but there may be cases—as for example, where the character 
of the neighbourhood is changing rapialy, or where heirlooms are 
settled—where it will be expedient to give an option, either to 
the trustees or to the tenant for life, to have the policy moneys 
applied as capital moneys. It must, however, be remembered 
that, if Re Quicke is correctly decided, it may be held that the 
statutory right of the remaindermen to have policy moneys in 
respect of buildings applied in making good the loss is a right 
which overrides the provisions of the settlement. 

The writer of this article submits it to the consideration 
of the profession with much diffidence, as, although he has often 
contributed to the SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL, he feels that the 
questions here discussed are some of the most difficult that he 
has ever written about. H. W. E. 








Reviews. 
Equity. 


A Dicrst or Equity. By J. ANDREW StranAN, M.A., LL.B., and 
G. H. B. Kenrick, LL.D., Barristers-at-Law. SEconp Epirion. 
Butterworth & Co. 

As time goes on the distinction between equity and law will be- 
come a matter merely of history. There can in the future be no 
separate development of either system, and a real fusion will follow 
the attempted fusion which was introduced by the Judicature Acts, 
But at present and fora long time to come, equity does and will 
remain a separate subject of study, and there is no special difficulty 
attached to the conception of it when the student realizes that it is 
no part of a system of ideal law, but that it is simply a body of prac- 
tical rules of law, worked out by the Lord Chancellors—assisted 
usually by common law judges as assessors—in the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries ; rules which had become finally fixed in the 
time of Lord Eldon. After his time there was no further change of 
principles, and the only change which took place was in the 
adaptation of old rules to new circumstances. 

The leading province of equity is the recognition and enforce- 
ment of trusts, and after preliminary chapters on the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Chancery, and equitable interests generally, the 
subject of trusts forms the first topic of Messrs. Strahan and 
Kenrick’s useful manual. For purposes of division, trusts are 
classed as equities to protect confidences. Then the authors pass 
to their second division—equities to promote fair dealing ; and then 
to the third—equities to prevent oppression. The second deals with 
the subjects of conversion, election and _ satisfaction; part 
performance ; mistake, and fraud and undue influence ; the third 
with relief against forfeitures, and with mortgages. 

In the present transitional state of the law possibly the arrange- 
ment of equity is not a matter of great importance, but there seems 
to be no advantage in classing mortgages and liens under the head 
of relief against forfeiture. They form a separate and important 
head of equitable jurisdiction, though the historical origin may be 
found in relief against forfeiture on non-payment. And the rules of 
conversion, satisfaction and election, represent another substantive 
head of jurisdiction under which a court of equity disposes of 
property according to its own principles, and often in a manner 
opposed to the letter of the instruments or the legal rights of the 
parties. 

In the concluding book the authors treat of equitable remedies, 
and therein of specific performance, injunction, accounts, receivers 


and administration of assets. In form the work consists of a series 
of clearly stated articles, each article being followed by explanatory 
netes containing references to most of the important cases, and it will 
serve as & useful text-book for the student, as well asa valuable 
guide for the practitioner. 





Patent and Trade-Mark Cases. 


INDEX OF CASES JUDICIALLY NOTICED IN THE REPORTS OF PATENT, 
Design, TRADE-MARK AND OTHER CASES FROM 1884 To 1909, 
By S. G. Prrant, a Solicitor of the Supreme Court of the State of 
Victoria (Australia). Sweet & eel (Limited). 

This compilation relates to cases, not necessarily reported, but 
judicially noticed in the first twenty-six volumes of the Reports 
issued under the authority of the Board of Trade, and the compiler 
states that it is upon the lines of a similar general work published 
by him in Australia in the year 1905, which he has been led to 
believe has been found useful to the legal profession and the 
public. The object appears to be the same which is aimed at by the 
ordinary practice of noting up the reports, so as to be able to 
ascertain whether any particular case has been followed, overruled, 
doubted, or otherwise noticed in subsequent decisions. Though a 
work of this kind can hardly he described as literature, it may well 
prove of utility to practitioners. The method adopted is to 
distinguish the cases reported in the particular set of reports into 
those relating to (a) patents, (4) trade-marks, trade-names, &c., and 
(c) designs. ‘Then under each of tlese headings the cases are grouped 
according as the decision in which the particular case was cited 
was given in a litigation relating to the one category or the other. 
Consequently, under the head of trade-mark we find such a case as 
Re Busfield (32 Ch. D. 123, printed as 132), not because it had 
anything to do with trade-marks, but because it was cited in a 
trade-mark case. And similar instances may be found, though in 
most cases, as might be expected, having regard to the nature of the 
subject-matter, the case cited is of the same character as that in 
which it was cited. We have noticed some small misspellings, but 
this, though somewhat unsightly, cannot affect the value of the book 
for reference purposes. To put it at the lowest, the book may save a 
good deal of time and trouble in noting up. 


Public and Other Meetings. 


Tue LAw oF MEETINGS: BEING A CoNnCcISE STATEMENT OF THE LAW 
RELATING TO THE ConpUCT AND ConTROL OF MEETINGS IN 
GENERAL, AND IN PARTICULAR POLITICAL, SOCIAL, AND .OTHER 
Meetincs, MEETINGS OF CoMPANIES, County CouNCILs, BorouGH 
Councits, Disrricr Counciits, Vestries, LocaL EpucATION 
AUTHORITIES, AND MEETINGS OF ELECTORS UNDER THE LorouGH 
Funps Acts, 1872-1903 ; WITH THE SECTIONS OF THE STATUTES 
Revatinc THERETO. Fiera Epirion. By C. P BLackwe.t, 
B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

This work, which deals comprehensively but concisely with matters 
appertaining to the holding and conduct of meetings of all kinds, 
has been for some time beforé the public. In the present edition 
opportunity has been taken to re-write the portion relating to 
meetings of public companies so as to incorporate the relevant 
provisions of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and reference 
is also made to the Public Meetings Act, 1908, which introduced a 
penalty for disorderly conduct at public meetings—a measure which, 
apparently, has had no very marked result; and to the Local 
Authorities (Admission of the Press to Meetings) Act, 1908, which 
has been more effectual for the purpose aimed at by the Legislature. 
The work deals with meetings not held in pursuance of a legal duty, 
and also with meetings of corporate bodies under a legal duty, and 
amongst other matters it defines the powers of chairmen, and 
prescribes the manner in which meetings should be held. It is a 
useful handbook for persons engaged in puvlic work. 








. Books of the Week. 

The Magistrates’ General Practice: being a Compendium of the 
Law and Practice Relating to Matters Occupying the Attention of 
Courts of Summary Jurisdiction, Penaltieson Summary Convictions, 
Magistrates’ Calendar, &c., with an Appendix of Statutes, Rules 


and Forms. By CHaries Minner Atkinson, M.A. LL.M. 


(Cantab.), Stipendiary Magistrate for the City of Leeds. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

A History of English Legal Institutions. By A. T. Carrer, 
Barrister-at-Law, one of the Readers of the Inns of Court. 
Edition. Butterworth & Co. 

Guide to the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, with Explan- 


Fourth 








By CuHarRLes J. 


atory Notes, Rules, Statutory Forms, &. 
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Astsory, M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited) ; James Collins & Co. (Limited), Manchester. 


Willis and Oliver's Roman Law Examination Guide for Bar and 
University (Questions and Answers). Third Edition (Partly 
Re-written). By Davip T. Otrver, LL.M., Barrister-at-Law, and 
W. Natper Witutams, M.A., LL.B., Lecturer at Selwyn College. 
3utterworth & Co. 

Report of the Thirty-Second Annual Meeting of the American Bar 
Association, held at 
and 27th, 1909. Baltimore: 

A Citalogue of Modern Law Works published during the years 
1865-1909 : being a Supplement to the Bibliotheca Legum of Henry G 
Stevens and Robert W. Haynes, Law Publishers, Booksellers and 
Exporters of Law and Miscellaneous Literature, Bell yard, 
Temple Bar, London, W.C, 


The Lord Baltimore Press. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


SKINNER v. ANDREWS & HALL. No. 1. 4th March. 


CoMMISSION—ABORTIVE SALE. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT—AUCTIONEER 
The plaintiff agreed with the defendants that the latter should sell 
for him at auction at the Mart a freehold property at Peckham. The 
ked down to a purchaser, who signed the contract and 
paid the auctioneers a deposit of £200. The sale went off, and, the 
plaintiff having paid to the purchaser's solicitors the amount of the 
deposit, claimed the £200 in full from the defendants. 
Held, reversing the decision of Sutton, J., that there 
a sale of the property as entitled the auctioneers to retain 
mission out of the deposit paid by the purchaser to them. 


L. R. 541) discussed and not followe d. 


property was know 


had been such 
their com- 


Peacock v. Freeman (4 7'imes 

This action was brought by the plaintiff to recover £200, being the 
amount of the deposit upon the intended sale of his freehold property 
at Peckham by the defendants, a firm of auctioneers, received by them 
as his agent. At the auction the property only reached the reserve price 
of £2,000, at which figure it knocked down. Subsequently the 
plaintiff gave notice to the defendants that, owing to a difficulty as to 
certain requisitions in the title, the sale was not completed, and that he 
had paid the purchaser the amount of his deposit, and under the 
circumstances he claimed in full the £200 received by the defendants. 
The defendants claimed to be entitled to deduct £50 as their commission 
on sale before parting with the deposit. The plaintiff thereupon took 
out a writ under order 14, and the defendants paid £150 into court, 
with a further sum of £3 3s. as sufficient to satisfy the plaintiff’s claim. 
The action was subsequently heard by Sutton, J., as a short cause, and 
that learned judge being of opinion that the question at issue was 
decided in favour of the plaintiff by a decision of the Court of Appeal 
(Peacock v. Freeman, 4 Times L. R. 541), gave judgment for £50, and 
directed that the £150 already in court should be paid out to the 
plaintiff. The defendants appealed. The £150 in court had not been 
taken out, so that the question was as to the liability of the defendants 
to pay the plaintiff the balance he claimed. 

VauGHan Wuu1AMs, L.J., in giving judgment, said that the report 
of Peacock v. Freeman was not very full, and he was prepared to 
hold that the contract there was a very different one from the present, 
and to consider that it had no application to this case. The question 
they had to decide was this: Was the commission payable on the 
property being knocked down at the auction and the contract 
being entered into and signed by the person who bid for the property 
and paid the deposit, or was the commission only payable when the 


was 


sale 


contract was completed and carried through in its entirety? The 
contract was contained in two letters. The material passage was in 
the second letter, dated the 8th of June, 1909, and was as follows: 
“Tf a sale should take place, either before a sale under the hammer or 
before the 30th of October, 1909, the usual commission of 24 per cent. 
upon the first £5,000, and 145 per cent. upon the balance is to 
be paid to us, su h commission to include all out-of-pocket 
expenses. If the property remains unsold at the 30th of 


October, then no charge of any description, whether for out-of-pocket 
i is to be made by In his lordship’s judgment, 
remains unsold ’’ must mean ‘‘if the pro 
perty is not knocked down.”’ There was no ground for construing the 
word ‘‘sale’’ as equivalent to completed and the commission 
under the contract became earned when the property was knocked down 
and the deposit paid. 

FARWELL and Kennepy, L.JJ., concurred. Appeal allowed with costs. 
—CounseL Foote, K.C., and Holman Gregory, for the defendants; 
H. W. Liversidge, for the plaintiff. Sotrcrrors, Mann & 


expenses or services, us. 


the words ‘“‘if the property 


sale, 


Crisp; 


Edmonds d: Rutherford. 
[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Detroit, Michigan, August 24th, 25th, 26th, | 


| 


BOALER v. POWER AND OTHERS. No. 1. 12th March. 


BankRupTCY—ACTION COMMENCED BY PLAINTIFF ON BEHALF OF Himsezp 
AND AS LiguIpATOR OF A ComMPANY—SuBSEQUENT BANKRUPTCY of 
PLAINTIFF—EFFreEct OF BANKRUPTCY ON MAINTENANCE OF ACTION, 

B. commenced an action on behalf of himself and all the other share. 
holders in a company, of which he was the liquidator. That action was 
dismissed, and B. was adjudicated a bankrupt. On the application of 
the defendants, as the official receiver declined to proceed with the 


| action, the master made an order dismissing the action. .On appeal to 


the judge, the master’s order was affirmed. 

Held, that B. could not continue the action liquidator of the 
company, and that the order appealed from must be affirmed. If the 
validity of the judgment which the plaintiff alleged had been obtained 


as 


against him by fraud was to be contested, it was a matter to be dealt 





' 


with in the Bankruptcy Court, as the right to continue the action was 
a chose in action, which vested in the trustee, and therefore the 
bankrupt had no locus standi. 


was 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from an order of A. T. Lawrence, 
J., in chambers affirming an order of a master, whereby the plaintiff's 
action was dismissed on the ground that he was an _ undischarged 


bankrupt. The plaintiff, Bernard Boaler, sued on his own behalf 
and as liquidator of John Esson & Son (Limited) the defendants 
Power and others, to have two orders of Joyce, J., and 
an order of the Court of Appeal, which had been made 


against the plaintiff in two actions which had been brought by him in 
the Chancery Division, set aside on the ground of fraud. Since the 
proceedings in this action were commenced the plaintiff had been 
adjudicated a bankrupt for non-payment of costs. On the application 
of the defendants, as the official receiver declined to proceed with the 
action, it was dismissed. It was contended by the appellant that as he 
was suing as liquidator of the company connected with the action, he 
could maintain the action as plaintiff in that capacity, and that the 
order appealed from had improperly deprived him of his status. 

THe Court (FARWELL and Kenwepy, L.JJ.) reserved judgment. 

FARWELL, L.J., read the judgment of the court as tollows :—On 
the 27th of July, 1909, the appellant commenced an action to have an 
order made in the Chancery Division on the 30th of April, 1909, an 
order made by the Court of Appeal on the 19th of July, 1909, and 
another order made in the Chancery Division on the 30th of April, 1909, 
all set aside on the ground of fraud. On the 7th of August, 1909, a 
petition in bankruptcy was presented against the appellant, and on the 
21st of December, 1909, he was duly adjudicated a bankrupt. The official 
receiver, who is trustee in the bankruptcy, has declined to proceed with 
the action, and the defendants applied on the 13th of January, 1910, 
that the action be dismissed, and the master and the judge have acceded 
to the application. The bankrupt has now appealed to this court against 
this order. He has filed no affidavit, but the case suggested by him 
(which, as he is appearing in person in forma pauperis, we desired to 
consider) is this. He states that one of his claims was to certain shares 
and to have the register of the defendant company rectified by inserting 
his name therein as a holder of such shares. This is property which, if 
recovered, would belong to his trustee in bankruptcy for the benefit of 
his creditors; there is no question of after-acquired property or his 
personal earnings. It is clear that he has no locus standi in respect of 
this. His other point was that he claimed as liquidator in one of the 
other actions certain books of the company. His action was dismissed 
with costs, and those taxed costs formed the judgment debt on which he 
was adjudicated bankrupt. He does not now claim these books or 
appeal‘in respect of any part of this judgment except the order against 
him to pay costs; but he desires to contest, on an allegation of fraud, 
the judgment which was the foundation of the adjudication in bank- 
ruptcy against him on the ground that he has lost his status by reason of 
that judgment. We are of opinion that this contention is untenable. It 
is open to the court in bankruptcy, if it thinks fit, to allow the debtor 
to contest in the Bankruptcy Court the validity of the petitioning 
creditor’s judgment on the ground of fraud, collusion, or any other 
sufficient reason—see Re Flatau (22 Q. B. D. 83). But this is the only 
way in which the bankrupt can contest it. The adjudication while it 
stands is conclusively binding on him; he cannot contest it in any other 
court either on the ground of fraud or on any other ground. The right 
to continue these three actions is a chose in action vested in the trustee, 
and the bankrupt has no locus standi—see Motion v. Moojen (14 Eq. 
202), Rochfort v. Battersby (2 H. L. C. 388), Metropolitan Bank v. 
Pooley (10 App. Cas. 210). This appeal must be dismissed, but as the 
appellant sues in formd pauperis, without costs. The appellant asked 
whether he could not appeal, but the court declined to give any opinion 
on that point.—CounseL, The appellant in person; Arthur for 
the respondents. Soricirors, for the respondents, Steadman, Van 
Praagh, & Gaylor. 

[Reported by Erskine Rep. Barrister-at-Law.] 


Sims, 


CHING v. SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL. No. 1. llth March. 
EDUCATION—SCHOOL—PROVIDED SCHOOL—MAINTENANCE OF PLAYGROUNDS 
-Derect IN PLAYGROUND—INJURY TO SCHOLAR—LIABILITY OF LOCAL 
EpvucaTION AUTHORITY FOR NEGLIGENCE—ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vicr. c. 75), ss. 3, 14, 15, 18, 19, 30—Epvucartion 
Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), ss. 5, 6, 7, Scnep. 1 (B. 4). 
The plaintiff, a scholar attending a provided school, while at play in 
the playground caught his foot in a hole in the asphalt and was injured. 
Held, that the local education authority were bound to maintain and 
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keep efficient the playgrounds of a provided school, and to keep them 
in good repair and saje for the use of scholars while lawfully there ; and, 
as the defendants had failed in this duty, they were liable in damages to 
the plaintiff. 

Appeal by the Surrey County Council from a judgment of Bucknill, 
J. (reported 1909, 2 K. B. 762). The facts, so far as material, were 
that Ching, while playing in the school ground at Maybury School, 
Woking, a public elementary school provided by the defendants as 
local education authority for the county of Surrey, fell in consequence 
of catching his toe in a depression or hole in the asphalt near a vaulting- 
horse, breaking his arm. The action was tried at Guildford Agsizes 
with a jury, who awarded the plaintiff (who sued by his father as 
next friend) £83 19s. 6d. The case was then adjourned for further 
consideration on points of law, and judgment reserved. Bucknill, J., 
in a considered judgment, held that the defendants were bound to 
maintain and keep efficient the playgrounds of a provided school, and 
to keep them in good repair and safe for the use of scholars while 
lawfully there, and as the defendants had failed in this duty they were 
liable in damages to the plaintiff. The defendants appealed. The 
grounds of appeal were that there was no evidence of negligence, o1 
that, if there were, the verdict was unreasonable; secondly, that if 
there were any evidence of negligence it was the negligence of the 
managers of the school, and not of the Surrey County Council; and 
thirdly, that if there were evidence of negligence of any subordinate 
officer of the county council the council were not liable in law in that 
action on the principle which the court had laid down in the case 
of Z'ozeland v. West Ham Union (1907, 1 K. B. 920). Without hearing 
the respondent’s counsel, 

The Earl of Hatssury said he was of opinion that the appeal failed. 
There was no doubt that the boy’s injuries were due to the negligence 
of those whose duty it was to see that the asphalt in the playground 
was safe for children to play on. The only question was who was 
answerable? That was a question of law and not of fact, and he 
thought the answer was to be found in the statute. The duties of 
the schcol board were transferred by the Education Act, 1902, to the 
local education authority, in this case the Surrey County Council, and 
one of those duties was to make, maintain, and keep efficient play- 
grounds attached to provided schools. This playground was defective, 
and therefore there had been a failure of a duty owed by the defen- 
dants, who were rightly held liable in damages to the plaintiff. 

FLETCHER Movtton, L.J., in concurring, pointed out that children 
were directed to go to school, and said that certainly, if by neglect of 
a statutory duty with regard to a place where they were expected to 
play they received an injury, they, as members of the public rightfully 
there, were entitled to hold responsible the person on whom the 
statutory duty was placed, which, as the president had said, was 
undoubtedly the county council in that case. 

FarweELL, L.J., also concurred. The county council, he said, had 
the statutory duty of maintaining and keeping efficient those depart 
ments, which included the buildings and the playgrounds, and were not 
confined to the teaching in the school. As to whether the managers 
were the persons liable, the true meaning was to make the managers 
statutory agents of the county council, and the county council were 
liable for the acts of their agents. Although they all were not nominated 
by the county council, he thought the managers were merely their 
agents. The 7’ozeland case had no bearing on the present case. Appeal 
dismissed with costs.—CounsEL, Horace Avory, K.C., and Guy Lushing- 
ton, for the appellants; P. St. Gerrans and R. S. C. Nolan, for the 
respondents. Soxicrrors, Wyatt & Co., for T. W. Weeding, Kingston- 
on-Thames; J. 2B. Barton. 

[Reported by Exsxrne Reip, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


McGLADE +, ROYAL LONDON MUTUAL INSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Eve, J. llth March. 


FRIENDLY SocteTy—CoNVERSION INTO LimiTED ComMpANy—OBJECTS OF 
ComMpANY—EXCEEDING THE OBJECTS OF THE SocireTy—FRIENDLY 
Societies Act, 1896 (59 & 60 Vict. c. 25), ss. 8, 71. 

A friendly society registered under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, 
may be converted into a company limited by guarantee under a 
memorandum and articles of association which greatly extend the objects 
of the society as restricted by the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, s. 8. 

Blythe v. Birtley (1910, 1 Ch. 228) distinguished. 

A certificate of incorporation of a company is conclusive evidence that 
the company was authorized to be registered, and was duly registered, 
and the court cannot go behind it. 


This was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendant 
company from carrying on the society or exercising their powers except 
for the purposes of a friendly society. The Royal London Friendly 
Society was founded in the year 1861, and the plaintiff became an 
assured member of it in 1901. In 1908 the members of the society 
agreed to convert it into a limited company, and in July of that year 
a special resolution was passed by which it was resolved that the 
society should be converted into a company limited by guarantees, and 
should adopt the memorandum and articles of association scheduled 
to the resolution. The company was duly registered, and the old society 
cancelled. The objects of the company as set forth in the memorandum 


of association were not only to continue the business of the friendly 


society, but also to carry on all kinds of insurance business in any 
part of the world, and either as principal agents, trustees, or otherwise. 
The plaintiff sued on behalf of himself and all other members and 
shareholders of the company, and contended that the company could not 
by its memorandum of association largely extend the powers of the 
society as restricted by section 8 of the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, that 
registration of the company could not be conclusive evidence of what 
did not exist, and that the memorandum conflicted with the law as laid 
down in Blythe v. Birtley (1910, 1 Ch. 228), which decision governed 
the present case. 

Ever, J.—The Royal London Friendly Society was established in the 
year 1861, and registered under the Friendly Societies Acts, and in 
1901 the plaintiff efiected policies with the society. In 1908 the 
members of the society agreed to convert it into a limited company, 
and passed a special resolution by which it was resolved to convert 
the society into a company limited by guarantee, and to adopt the 
memorandum and articles of association scheduled to the resolution. 
In pursuance of the resolution the company was registered and the 
old society cancelled. The result was that under the Friendly Societies 
| Act, 1896, s. 71, the society became void, but the registration of the 
company did not affect any right or claim subsisting against the society, 
and for the purpose of enforcing any right or claim the society might 
be sued in the same manner as if it had not been registered as a 
company. So that the registration did not for all purposes extinguish 
the society, but subsisting rights and claims could be enforced against 
it. The company, having been registered, acquired by its memorandum 
powers largely in excess of those of the old society, and carried on 
business on a large scale. In January last a case came before the 
Court of Appeal in which the plaintiff brought an action for an injunc- 
tion to restrain a friendly society from converting itself into a limited 
company on the ground that it was ultra vires, and the plaintiff was 
held entitled to an injunction. If this case were the same as that I 
should be bound to follow that decision. But the facts are 
essentially different. The company has already been registered, and 
the plaintiff has become a member of the company, and sues as a 
member of the company for an injunction to restrain the company 
from exercising the powers in the memorandum which are in exces 
of those of the original society. The question is whether he has made 
out his right to an injunction. It is said on his behalf that if the 
company were not registered the court would interfere, and that the 
court, having notice on the face of the memorandum of the excess of 
powers, ought to restrain the company from exercising them. The 
answer to that is that the plaintiff is suing as a member of a corpora- 
tion, and that he has become one of the members of a body formed 
to carry on the business for which it was incorporated. On the other 
hand, it is said that the plaintiff cannot now say that the company 
was not properly registered, and that the certificate of registration is 
conclusive. The question, therefore, is whether I,can go behind the 
certificate of registration. I do not think I can. The words of 
section 17 of the Companies Act, 1908, are too strong. I agree with 
what was said by the Vice-Chancellor in the Irish case of Re Knnis 
and West Clare Railway Co. (3 lL. R. Irv. 104), that the only sensible 
meaning to give to the words of the section is, according to their 
natural import, to hold that they were used to make the certificate 


here 


conclusive, not only as to the statutory preliminaries having been 
complied with, but as to the company being one which the Act 
authorized to be registered. Accordingly in that case the Vice- 


Chancellor held that he could not go behind the certificate of incorpora- 
tion. So here I hold that [ am not entitled to go behind the certificate. 
Under those circumstances I must refuse the motion, and as I have 
dealt with the case on the merits I must refuse the motion with costs.— 
CounseL, Jessel, K.C., and Rutherford; Sir BE. Carson, K.C., P. O. 
Lawrence, K.C., and Clauson; Gore Browne, K.C., and Baden Fuller. 
Soricitors, Leggatts & Carruthers, for Carruthers & Gedye, Liverpool ; 
Kingsley Wood & Co. 
[Reported by S. E. Wiram8, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Goods of EDITH MARY FRENCH, Deceased. 
14th March. 
-ADMINISTRATION—ADMINISTRATOR BELIEVED TO BE 
New Grant To CREpDITORs. 
Where the original administrator of a deceased intestate had dis- 
appeared, und the next-of-kin had refused to take any steps, the court 
ordered the original grant to be revoked, and a fresh grant made to 
applicant creditors on affidavits being sworn as in In the Goods of Saker 
(53 Soticrrors’ JouRNAL 562). 


Motion of behalf of the Guardians of the Poor of Winslow Union 
for an order that the letters of administration to the estate of one 


Evans, P. 


PROBATE Drap— 


ORIGINAL GRANT REVOKED- 





Edith Mary French, granted on the 10th of July, 1901, to Henry Lewin 
French, might be revoked, and that a grant might issue to William 
Norris Midgley, of Winslow, Bucks, the clerk to the said guardians, as 
their nominee. It appeared that the said Edith Mary French, of the 
Stone County Asylum, near Aylesbury, died intestate on the 12th of 
December, 1900, a spinster without parent. On the 10th of July, 1901, 
administration was granted to the brother, Henry Lewin French, who 
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swore that the gross value of the personal estate was £400. By two 
orders, dated respectively the 7th of December, 1907, and the 28th of 
July, 1908, and made in the Chancery Division, for the administration 
of the estate of William Henry F rench, deceased, the father of the 
said Edith Mary French, two : several sums of £402 2s. and £116 2s. 10d. 


were payable to the said i Lewin French, as the legal personal 
representative of Edith Ma French. Since May, 1902, nothing had 
been heard of the said lected rator, and he had disa :ppeared : alth ugh 





every effort made to trace him had failed. ‘The two sums aforesaid 
remained in court unpaid, and the estate of the said Edith Mary 
French remained unadministered. The next-of-kin of Edith Mary 
French were the said administrator, Henry Lewin French (if alive), two 


sisters of the whole blood, and three sisters (infants) of the half-blood. 
The two sisters of the whole blood declined to t k any steps in regard 
to their sister’s affairs. The applicants w creditors as against the 
estate of the said Edith Mary French A ffid s in support were read 
and counsel submitted that his clients were entitled to an orde 
similar to the one granted in Jn the G /} Saker, Deceased (53 


Soricirors’ JourNnAL 562; 1909, P. 233). 
Evans, P., ordered that the to Henry Lewin Fren should be 





brought in and revoked, and t a fresh grant should e issued to 
William Norris Midgley, as nominee of the applicant creditors, the 
order to be drawn up as in Jn ty / t Saker, Deceased upra), 
and affidavits sworn as in that se directed. Formal nomination of 


POLICITORS, 


William Norris Midgley to be filed.—Counset, Le Ba 
Reader & Co., for Will Winslow. 
[Reported by Dicny Cotres-Prerpy, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Societies. 


Selden Society. 
ANNUAL MEETING 


The twenty-fourth annual meeting of the Selden Society was held 
on Wednesday at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, Mr. Justice Joycr — the chair. 
Among those present were: The Hon. Mr. Justice Joyce (in the 
chair), the Right Hon. Sir James Stirling, Si Fi red Pollock 


(literary “gp oes Sir C. E. H. Chadwyck He ‘ley, K.C B., : ‘K C., Mr. 
Walter C. Renshaw, K.C., Professor Courtney Kenny, Mr. P. O. 
Lawrence, K.C., M . C. A. Russell, K.C., Mr. R. F. Norton, K.C., 


Mr. Jessel, K.C., Mr. Be yydell Houghton, Mr. J. G. Wood, Mr. Cyprian | 


Williams, Mr. Rider (hon. treasurer), Mr. H. 8. Moore, Mr. W. C. 
Bolland, Mr. Edwin H. Thirlby, Mr. B. Fossett Lock (hon. secretary). 


ANNUAL REPORT 


The CHAIRMAN expressed his regret that neither the Master of the 
Rolls nor Sir Robt. Finlay, the society’s vice presidents, were able to 
be present to take the chair. The Master of the Rolls had, however, 


requested him to do so In moving the adoption of the report, he 
would like to refer to one or two matters. The first was that Sir 
Robt. Romer’s term of office as president, which he had served fot 
three years, had now expired. Sir Robe had been a very active 
supportel of the society [01 fifteen years, and had 1 dered valuable 
assistance as a member of the council, as a vice-president, and, lastly, as 
president. His vacation of the office of president was a loss to the 
SOL iety, but he (the chairman) thought it w d be n ] up for by 
the fact that Mr. Renshaw had consented to take the office in succession 


to him. He was sure he would be a most able and efficient president. 


He had been a member of the society from the first 1 had given it 
the greatest assistance. With regard to the mposition of the council, 
Sir John Gray Hill retired, and the council proposed that Dr. Fresh 
field should take his place. Sir John Gray Hill had _ given 


support, and in pa ular he was instrumental, 





the society energ 
when president of the Law Society, in obtaining from that society a 


contribution to the funds. Dr, Freshfield was well known as a lawye1 
and an antiquary. He was a Fellow of the Society of Antiquaries, and 
he would be a great quisition to the « ncil A casual vacan y had 
been caused by the death “of Mr, Atkinson, of Selby. He was a well 
known — antiquary, and also was secretary of the Society of Pro 





vincial Notaries. He was a very regular att ndant at the council meet 
ings. He had been succeeded by My Sidney O, Addy, of Sheffield, a 


well-known Yorkshire solicitor, interested in histo research, and 
the author of several oks with reference to Derbyshire. The council 
had to confess with regret that they had not su ‘ceeded in issuing a 
volume for 1909. The volume which had been contemplated—namely, 
the “ Year Book of the Kentish Eyre of Edward II.”—was in the hands 
of Mr. Harcourt. By Mr, Harcourt’s unexpected and premature death 
he was quite a young man comparatively—that work had been 
stopped. It was a most unfortunate thing for the society, which had 
sustained a great loss in losing his services. He had pro led e1 
getically with the book, and had devoted a great deal of time to it. H 
had collated a great number of manuscripts, and had found so much 
material that it would more than suff for one volume, and would 
necessitate two: but of course his death had delayed the matter. The 


council had succeeded in getting the work taken up by Mr. Bolland, a 
barrister, a member of Lincoln’s Inn, who was well qualified to do the 
work. And, although it was impossible to issue the volume in 1909, the 
council hoped to issue it certainly before the end of the present year as 








being the volume for 1909. When the society unfortunately lost the 
services of Mr. Harcourt there were two other works in hand which 
were likely to be produced at an early date—the second volume of 
‘Select Cases in the Star Chamber,” of Mr. Leadam’s, and also Mr, 
Turner had in hand the fifth volume of * The Year Book of the Kentish 
Eyre of Edward II.” The council had hoped that one of these would 
have been got out for the year 1909, but Mr, Leadam had unfortunately 
been incapacitated from work = some time owing to illness, and late 
he had other occupations. But it was hoped to have the “Star 
Chamber” volume as the Cer for the year 1910. If the council w 
not successful in that, he thought the society might have another vi 

of the “ Year Book,” with which Mr. Turner was well advanced. No 
doubt from what the council knew of the gentlemen engaged on thes 
works they would be up to the standard and the reputation which th 
publications of the society had attained. T pe society had unfortu 














lost the services of Professor Charles Gross, Ra vard University, who 
was the editor of the first volume of ‘ Selec Ca ases in the M 
chant,” and who was engaged on another volume when he t 
died unexpectedly towards the end of 1908. That was a ) 
the society. The council were endeavouring to get someone to succeed 
him in his work, and no doubt they would be able to accomplish t 
before long. Later on, the council had in hand “Select Charte1 
Trading Companies,’’ by Mr. Carr, and they had arranged fo1 

for future publication which will no doubt prove interesting, ‘* P 


i 
in Ecclesiastical Cases.’’ That is in the hands of Mr. Hazeld 
who is the Reader in English Law in the University of Cam 
The publication of the ‘‘ Year Book of Edward II.,’’ the most im} 
of the works on which the council were engaged, was expected 
regularly continued by a volume every other year. The result 
having brought out a volume in 1909, and the delay in publishing 
other works, had resulted in the sox iety having a considerable | 
in hand. But he did not think they need be afraid, becaus 
publication of the books to which he had referred, of which i 
hoped that two at least would be brought out in the course of t 
year, no doubt a very large amount of the balance would disap} 
it would not be altogether exceeded. Arrangements had been n 
for reducing the price of second copies of the publications of the 
ind a scale of prices could be obtained from the secretary. He also 
moved the ele ction of Mr. Renshaw, Bm... ae president, and the el 
of Mr. Edwin I Freshfield, and the re election of Sir C. E. H. Chad b 
Healey, Mr. Justice Joyce, Mr. R. F. Norton, K.C., and Mr. Richard 
Pennington, who retired by rotation, as members of the council. 

Sir JAMES STrRLrnG seconded the motion, and it was adopted. 








THe RetirinGc PRESIDENT. 

Mr. RensHaw, K.C., moved a vote of thanks to Sir Robt. Romer tf 
his services ws president during the last three years. He regretted th 
Sir Robert could not preside on the last day of his term of office, but 
he was abroad. He had been associated with Sir Robert for a very 
long period, and it was Sir Robert and Lord Lindley, as he now vw 


istance as he (Mr. Renshaw) could give, 







with such 
the society in the evil times which befell it not very i 
foundation, were able to place in on a footing which had proved to be 
very great interest 





a most eminent success. Sir Robt. Romer took : g 
in the matter, and worked very hard at what he might call the restora 
tion of the soc 
Sir Cuas. E, 
agreed to. 


iety. 
H. CHADWYCK HEALEY seconded the motion, and it was 





THANKS TO OFFICERS. 


Mr. R. F. Norron, K.C., moved a vote of thanks to Sir Fred 
Pollock and Professor Vinogradoff (literary directors), Mr. J. W. Cl 
K.C., and Mr. Hubert Hall (hon. auditors), Mr. J. E. W. Rider (hor 
treasurer), and Mr. B. Fossett Lock (hon. se retary) for their services, 
of which he spoke in high terms. 

Professor CourTNEY Kenny seconded the motion, and it was agreed to 


THANKS TO CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. C. A. Russett, K.C., moved, and 

Mr. Boypre.i HouGuHTON seconded, a vote of thanks to the chairm 
and to the treasurers of Lincoln’s Inn for the use of the room, and 

The CuatrMan briefly responded. 


Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the directors was held at the Lav 
Society’s Hall, on Thursday, the 10th of March, Mr. J. E. W. Ride 
in the chair. The other directors present were Mr. F. T. Birdwood 
Mr. W. Chandler, Mr. R. J. Pead, Mr. Mark Waters, Mr. W. M 
Woodhouse, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £70 was 

ted in relief of necessitous cases. T wenty eight new members were 
elected, including four life members, and other general business 
transacted. 


It is hoped (says the Parliamentary correspondent of the Time 
that the Supreme Court of Judicature Bill may pass quickly through 
its stages in both Houses, and be passed into law before it can be 
endangered by any political crisis. 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stupents’ Desatinc Socrery.—March 15th.—Chairman, Mr. G. 
Bertram Willis.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘ That Elections as now 
conducted in this country do not result in the expression of true popular 
opinion.”” Mr, G. L. Wates opened in the affirmative; Mr. H. L. 
Humphreys opened in the negative. The following members continued 
the debate: Messrs. Morriss, Harnett, Meyer, Batley, Meeke, Bartlett, 
H. F. Rubinstein, Parry, Alexander, Vesey, Burgis, Lewis, G. E. 
Shrimpton, and S. J. Rubinstein. The motion was carried by fourteen 
votes. 








Companies. 
British Law Fire Insurance Co. (Limited). 


The annual general meeting of the shareholders was held on the 
llth inst. at the Cannon-street Hotel, London, Mr. M. F. Monier- 
Williams (the chairman) presiding. 

The manager and secretary (Mr. H. Foster Cutler) having read the 
notice convening the meeting and the report of the auditors, 

The Chairman said that the directors were pleased to be able to meet 
the shareholders with a very satisfactory report. They proposed to 
declare the same dividend as last year—namely, 174 per cent. The 
gross premium income from all sources in the past year was £125,294, 
and the net premium income was £105,516. This shewed an increase 
on the corresponding return of the past year of £2,496. The fire 
premium income was £96,425. Therefore, they had not only maintained 
their previous year’s income, but had added to it appreciably. The 
increase in the net fire premium income was not large, but, taking into 
consideration the various adverse conditions under which insurance com- 
panies like themselves worked (the few who still did nothing but home 
business), he thought they might congratulate themselves that they 
had any increase at all. If, under the adverse conditions which had 
prevailed, they could shew an increase, and were able, as they now 
proposed to do, to pay the same dividend as last year—namely, 173 per 
cent.—and to carry forward the sum of £21,554, practically the same as 
last year, the business they had done during the past year could not 
be considered anything but satisfactory. There was undoubtedly a 
good deal of foreign and colonial business which was well worth having, 
and which was probably as sate as any business in this country, but 
the difficulty was to select the good from the bad; and if they entered 
into this business they would have to enlarge their capital, and provide 
an entirely different and very much increased staff. At present they 
did not suggest that they should make any change in the method in 
which they conducted their business—namely, on the safest possible 
lines in Great Britain and Ireland alone. What they had done during 
the past year was to undertake the business of fidelity guarantee. 
With regard to the accounts, they had received from dividends and 
interest on investments £14,815, which was some £500 more than they 
had received in the previous year. The losses paid and outstanding 
amounted to £35,373, which was £3,625 more than last year, but they 
could not hope to have again this year the exceedingly low ratio which 
they had last year. The balance of the fire and general revenue account 
carried to the balance-sheet was £47,805, as against £48,387. The 
result of the working of the employers’ liability account was a surplus 
of about £3,000. After expressing regret at the proposed retirement 
of the general manager and secretary, the chairman concluded by 
moving the adoption of the report and accounts. 

Mr. C. G. Kekewich (deputy-chairman) seconded the motion, which 
was carried unanimously. 

A resolution was afterwards passed authorizing the company to act 
as trustee if thought advisable. 





Obituary. 
Mr. W. A. Copinger. 


We regret to announce the death of Mr. Walter Arthur Copinger, 
LL.D., barrister-at-law, of Manchester. He was a pupil of Mr. Christy, 
and was called to the Bar in 1869, and after spending a few years in 
London settled as a “local” at Manchester, ultimately becoming the 
leading conveyancer in that city. His ‘Index to Precedents” was a 
very valuable book, and we have always believed (though it was impos- 
sible to verify the belief) that the learned and instructive letters and 
communications which for many years, up to three or four years ago, 
reached us with the Manchester post-mark, but always without any 
name, were from his pen. They were so excellent that our usual rule 
with regard to anonymous contributions had to be set aside. Mr. 
Copinger was in 1892 appointed Professor of Law at Owen’s College, and 
subsequently became Dean of the Faculty of Law in the University of 
Manchester. He was well read in real property law, and an expert 
conveyancer, but his main interest was in genealogy, heraldry and 
archeology in general. He made, says a Manchester paper, an especial 
study of heraldry, and a “ Simplified Heraldry ” from his pen was pub- 
lished oniy the other day. He was especially concerned with the 
historical origin of his native county of Suffolk, and wrote, among other 





works, “The History of the Manors of Suffolk,” “The History of the 
Copingers or Coppingers,” and “The History of Buxhall,” in Suffolk, 
where he had a house. He was an F.S.A., and we believe was the 
founder of the Bibliographical Society. 


Mr. J. T. Tweed. 


Mr. John Thomas Tweed, solicitor, and Town Clerk of Lincoln, died on 
Saturday morning last at the age of eighty-six years. He was the son 
of a London surgeon, and served his articles in London. He was 
admitted in 1845, and in the same year went to Lincoln as managing 
clerk to Mr. Cook, a local solicitor, and on his death took over the 
practice. He became a member of the Lincoln City Council in 1852, 
and in the following year was elected mayor. In recognition of his 
services in connection with the first visit to Lincoln of the Royal 
Agricultural Show he was presented with a silver cup, to which there 
were 423 subscribers. In 1855 Mr. Tweed was appointed Town Clerk, 
and served the city in that capacity for nearly fifty-five years with 
great assiduity and efficiency. Mr. Tweed’s attendance at meetings of 
the Council was, says a local journal, wonderful and regular, so regular 
that when, through ill-health, he was absent from the monthly meeting 
on Tuesday, the 3rd of April, 1906, the Mayor commented on the 
unusual circumstance, and said that he had been trying to find when 
the Town Clerk was last previously absent, but had been unable to do 
so, though he had spoken to one official whose recollection went back 
over thirty years. When, in 1905, Mr. Tweed completed his fifty years 
of service as Town Clerk, his portrait, by Mr. George Clausen, was pre 
sented to him. Mr. Tweed was director of many companies, and had 
been several times Under-Sheriff of Lincolnshire. 


Mr. F. V. Houchen. 


Mr. Frederick Vautier Houchen, residing at Attleborough, a partner 
in the firm of Houchen, Houchen, Greenland & Sword, solicitors, prac- 
tising at Thetford, Attleborough, and Mildenhall, died suddenly on the 
10th inst. Mr, Houchen, who was fifty-one years of age, held amongst 
other appointments that of Clerk of the Peace for the Borough of Thet- 
ford, and Registrar and High Bailiff of the Attleborough County Court. 
He was admitted in 1884, and was the younger son of the late Mr. John 
Houchen, of Thetford, for many years Town Clerk and Clerk of the 
Peace for that Borough, who formerly resided at Wereham Hall, Norfolk, 
where his forefathers practised as solicitors for several generations. 
The deceased’s firm has, we believe, one of the oldest practices in the 
Eastern Counties. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Lord Duneptn and Lord SHaw or DUNFERMLINE have been elected 
Honorary Masters of the Bench of the Middle Temple. 





General. 


The grand jury at the Birmingham Assizes (says the Evening Stan- 
dard) were sworn under the old oath. Mr. Justice Darling said he had 
been to no Assize town yet whdre there had not been a protest against 
being sworn in the new fashion. It was supposed to prevent people 
from being infected by microbes, but of the many people who had 
committed perjury before him, he had never heard that any had suf 
fered as they ought from attacks of microbes. 


The late Judge Hamlin, former Attorney-General of Illinois, was 
(says the Central Law Journal) once engaged in the trial of a cause 
before a judge who was not inclined to tolerate tardiness on the part 
of counsel. When he adjourned court at noon, he took occasion to 
impress upon the lawyers that the court would reconvene at half-past one 
o'clock exactly. He was almost speechless with rage when Mr. Hamlin 
walked into the court-room shortly after two o’clock, apparently oblivi 
ous of any offence. ‘‘ Judge Hamlin,’’ exploded the indignant and 
outraged court, ‘‘ your violation of the instructions of this court is most 
reprehensible. Orders issued from this bench must be obeyed. What 
do you suppose the people elected me for?” ‘‘ Well, judge,’’ drawled 
Hamlin, his eyes twinkling with merriment, ‘‘ that matter always has 
been a mystery to me.”’ 


By an Order in Council, dated the 5th inst., it is ordered that the 
Juvenile Court at Bow-street shall, commencing with the fourth day 
of April, 1910, be held on Monday and Thursday in each week in lieu 
of Tuesday and Friday in each week : provided that a Juvenile Court 
which would in pursuance of the foregoing provision have been held 
on Christmas Day or a day appointed for a public fast or thanksgiving 
may be held on the preceding day, or, if the preceding day is Sunday, 
on the day following: and also that at the Juvenile Court, held at Bow- 
street, on Monday in each week, the magistrate shall have jurisdiction 
to hear applications for licences for the employment of children under 
section 3 of the Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act, 1904, arising 
in the divisions of the Metropolitan police-court district other than 
that assigned to the Bow-street Juvenile Court, if such applications 
cannot conveniently be made at the juvenile court for the division in 
whieh they arise, 
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It is announced that Mr. Justice Sutton, who has been absent from 
the Hight Court for some time owing to indisposition, is very much 
better, and hopus to resume his duties in April. 


Sir John Bigham, the late President of the Probate, Divorce, and Ad- 
miralty Division once (says the Evening Standard) told a gathering of 
law students that during the first year he was at the Bar he made 
seven guineas; the next year about seventy guineas; the third year 
about £140; and the fourth about £400. "From that time he went 
rapidly onward. A story he tells about himself relates to an old lady’s 
remarks on his appointment to the position he has just vacated. ‘‘ Dear 
me!”’ she exclaimed, “is he going to the Admiralty Division? How 
very nice. I do trust he will see that we shall have a strong Navy!” 

In moving the second reading of the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Bill, the Lord Chancellor said that it was a non-controversial measure, 
and that there was only one small amendment, which in substance he 
accepted. The Bill was read a second time, and, the Standing Orders 
being dispensed with, the House went into Committee. Earl Cawdor, 
on behalf of Lord Alverstone, moved an amendment providing that in 
the event of a vacancy occurring after the appointment of the two new 
judges of the King’s Bench Division it should be filled up forthwith 
at any time up to the Ist of January, 1912, whether Parliament be 
sitting and its consent obtained or not. The Lord Chancellor, while 
agreeing with the substance of the amendment, suggested that the 
year 1911 should be substituted. The Earl of Halsbury accepted the 
alteration. The amendment as amended was agreed to, and the Bill 
as amended was reported to the House, the report was received, and, 
the order for the Standing Committee having been negatived, the Bill 
was read a third time and passed. 


In taking leave of the Bar on Monday last. Sir J. Bigham said : 
**It was in 1867 that I entered the chambers of Mr. Charles Russell, 
as he then was, to prepare for the profession which I was to follow; 
and it was in 1870, just forty years ago, that I was called to the Bar by 
my Inn. Of those forty years thirteen were spent as a junior, 
fourteen were spent as a leader, and nearly thirteen have been spent 
on the Bench. They have been years of strenuous work. I think I could 
count on my fingers the number of days I have been away from my 
duties on the Bench, either from ill-health or from any other cause. 
But now, at seventy years of age, I am tired; not so tired that I 
feel unfit for any more work, but tired enough to make me feel that 
in justice to myself I ought to relax the strain of daily work on the 
Bench.” After referring to the help he had received from Sir Charles 
Russell, Lord Esher, and Lord Coleridge, and his colleagues on the 
Bench and the officials of the courts, he continued: ‘‘I must not 
forget those whom I met on the circuits which I have visited. They 
always had a welcome for me. My first circuit was the Western. I 
think it was early in 1898. I was entertained at a banquet in Wincheste1 
in Royal fashion. The entertainment was in a sort of vault or sub 
terranean passage (now gone), but the warmth of the welcome quickly 
dispelled any dampness of the physical surroundings, and we were very 
happy. It was followed by many similar kindnesses on other circuits. 
I must, moreover, bear testimony to the uniform courtesy of the 
reporters. The press is a great power, but I am glad to say that 
its power has never been misused in reference to myself; indeed, in 
the last few days kind words have been written of me in places where 
I least expected them. Of course, my judicial acts have been criticised, 
and often adversely, and perhaps rightly. But no judge should com 
plain of criticism, for a judge who is never worth criticism is probably 
never worth anything at all. I am reminded of a conversation I once 
had with Lord Watson. It took place a, long time ago, when I was 
more outspoken than I ever venture now to be. I told him that I 
thought he interrupted counsel’s arguments too often with his 
criticisms. ‘Eh, mon,’ he answered, ‘ you should never complain of that, 
for [ never interrupt a fool.’ And so it is with a judge and the press.”’ 
And after mentioning the help given to him by his clerk, and 
making a graceful reference to solicitors, the learned speaker con 
cluded by saying : ‘‘ And now, Mr. Attorney, I come to my last words, 
and I scarcely know how to speak them. They are words of deep 
and sincere thanks to the great Bar of England, whom you represent, 
thanks for kindness and consideration such as surely few other men 
have ever received. I can say with truth that I have never quarrelled 
with any of you, but I may nevertheless have given offence. If so, 
let me now ask forgiveness and atone. T have loved my circuit and my 
profession. I shall continue to love them. Their interests shall still 
be my interests, and their welfare shall always be in my thoughts. 
To every one of you with all my heart I wish work, success, prosperity, 
and happiness, and so—farewell.’’ The Attorney-General suitably 
replied on behalf of the Bar. j 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF Rearstrars tv ATTENDANCE OV 


Emerearnoy Appeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 








Date. Rota. No. 2. Joyvor. Swinrew Eapy. 
Monday ...Mar. 21 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Borrer 
Tuesday ......... 22 Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
Wednesday ...... 23 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday ..... sone 24 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 


Date. 





WakginorTon. NEVILLE. PARKEB. Eve, 
Monday ...Mar. 21 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Beal 
Tuesday ........ 22 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
Wednesday.. 23 Beal Church Greswell Leach 
Thursday...,..... 24 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 


The Easter Vacation will commence on Friday, the 25th day of March, 1910, anq 
terminate on Tuesday, the 29th day of March, 1910, both days inclusive. . 








Death. 


Hovcnuey.—On the 10th inst., at London, Frederick Vautier Houchen, Solicitor 
Attleborough, of the firm of Houchen, Houchen, Greenland, & Sword, Thetford’ 
Autleborough, and Mildevhall, aged 51. . 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Frivay, March 11. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 


Atiimnor PLare Grass Insurance Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 26, to send in their names and addresses, and the particula:sof their debts and 
claims, to John Arnold Lambert, 10, Colston st, Bristol, liquidator 

Avenve Licuter Co, Limrrep—C reditors are required, on or before April 20, to send 
their names and addreases, and the particulars cf their debts or claime, to Archer 
Wilkinson, 27, Scale In, Kingston upon Hull. Jackson & Co, solors for liquidator 
Foureiers’ Atirance, Lrp—Creditors sre required, on or before March 22, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Lee 
Nichols, 1, Queen Victoria st. Davidson & Morriss, Queen Victoria st, solors for 
liquidator 

Gas Desubpuvetization Co, Lrp (1n Lrguination)—Creditors are required, on or befor® 
March 31, to send their names and acdrerses, and the particulars of their debte of 
claims, to George Thomas Feasey, 9, Old Jewry chmbrs. Stoneham & Sons, Fen- 
church st, solors for liquidator 

Geyerat Frvance anp Crepit Co, Lro—Petn for winding up, presented March 3, 
directed to be heard on March 22. Watson & Wateon, Fenchurch st, solors for patner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of March 21 

Geyerat Frvance awp Crepit Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, 
directed to be heard on March 22. Warner & Co, Finebury circns, solors for petner, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of March 21 

Jongs Scotriayp Roan, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented March 7, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Government bldzs, Victoria st, Liverpool, on April 15, at 
10. Giover, Liverpool, solor for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 14 

Tr1Ltey Bros, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before March 30, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Gerald Vater Veule, 1, 
Princes st, Harrogate. Titley & Paver-Crow, Harrogate, solors for liquidator 

W. M. Tomurw & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and t be particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Mason, 
64, Gresham st. Maske)l & Nisbet, Jobn st, Bedford row, solors for liquidator 

W. Watusr & Co, Lrp (1m Votuwtrary Liquipstion)—Creditors are required, on of 
before March 31, to send in their names and sddresees, and the particulars of their 
debts or claime, to Ebenezer Henry Bawkine, 4, Chazterhouse aq, liquidator. 
Pettiver & Pearkes, College hill, solors for the liquidator 


USLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Merrorotrs anp Counties Permanent InvestmENT Burtptnc Socrsty—Petn for 
winding up, presented March 8, directed 10 be heard March 22. Fraser & Son, 
Southampton st, Bloomsbury, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above -named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 21 


London Gazette.—TvurspayY, March 15, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep In CHANCERY. 

Batata Sywprca TE, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before April 27, to send their 
names and ad dresses, and the particulars of their debts or clw)ms, to James Edwards 
aud Percy John Miller, 55 and 56, Bishopegate st Within. Templer & Co, solors for 
the liquidator 

Corsire SALEs Co, Ltp— Creditors are required, on or before March 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to J. D. Barnsdale, 
County bldgs, Cannon st, Manchester, liquidator 

New Caste.t Mines, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before April 1, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Eyton, 
jun, County chmbrs, Westgate ra, Newcastle on Tyne 

Sure Canat Worxs, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented March 11, directed to be 


heard April6. Hextalis, Bucklersbury, solors tothe petner. Novice of appearing 
mast reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 5 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, March 11. 


Revotvinc Purrrier Co, Lrp. 
MeERocantiLeE Devetorment Co, Lip. 

Sutiys (CarpirF). Lrp. 

Avurance Piate Geass Insurance Co, Lrp, 
Epw. E. James & Co, Lrp, 

British Psoro LexteraPx Co, Lrp. 

Wri11am Barker (Hopsow Mitt), Lrp. 
Centrat Cotiece or Music (Liverroot), Lrp. 
Jousson’s Stoxas, Lrv. 

Boors Brorners, Lrp. 

NaTionaL Reversronany Iwvestment Co, Ltp, 
West Hantvieroot Pavitior, Lrp. 

Empire Routisr Rixs, Lr. . 
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F. A. Synpicatr, Lrp. 

Barttisa Atumintum Co Lrp (Reconstruction). 

Intaxp Waterways, Lrv. 

Howe sawp Corontat Assets anp Deventure Corporation, Lrp. 
Loxpow S#are awp Desenture Reotsters, Lro. 

Dscortrcator AND Macurinery Sywnoprcatr. Lrp, 

Bast Lancasutre Atavetic Surety Co, Lrp. 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 15, 


Rromtry Con.iery, Lrp. 

Rivers Association, Lrp. 

W. B. Witxurson & Co, Lrp. 

IspusTriat. Arsentc Co, Lrp. 

@w. 8S. James Co, Lrp. 

Ewrree Care, Lrp. 

Jonw Rezs Thomas & Co, Lrn. 

Beaprokp Sxatine Kink Co, Lrp. 

Loypow Ort Trust, Lrp. 

GuyeraAt Aspestos Co, Lrp. 

Premier Inpusterat. Bawx, Lop. 

“Feanoes Fisner” Saitine Surr Co, Lrp. 
Crertury Iwsriruter, Lrp. 

CALIFORNIAN PeTRo.eum Rerinesies, Ltp. 
A. Storr & Co, Lrp, 








The Peiguns Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


March 22.—Mesers. DeBeNHAM, Tewson, Rronarpson & Co., at the Mart, at 2: City 


Freehold Property (see advertisement, back page, Feb. 19). 
March 23.- Messrs. Nrcgotas. at the Mart: Freshold Ground-rents, also Freehold 
oe for immediate sale by private treaty (see advertisement, back page, 
Mar. 5). 
April 19.—Mersrs. Drtver, Jonas & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property and 
Estate (see advertisement. back page, thie week). 
May 9.—Messrs. Jones, Lane & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Investments (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, LeGAcy, anD MACHINERY. 


Messrs, H. FE. Foster & Orawrrecp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 903) of the 
above-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thursday last, when 
7 a Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 


ABSOLUTE REVERSION 


To £3,000 a Sold £2,110 
To £9,951 ove + £6.250 
To £604 ... oe , 0 ove oe en eee ov £345 
A LEGACY of £1,000... a as , “ Z ie £610 
MACHINERY AND EFFECTS (Nymagee Mining Co.) »» £5,000 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette,—Turspay, March 15. 


Frawxtrn, Aureen, North st, Hackney, Licensed Victualler March 31 Bellingham & 
o (Limited) v Franklin, Judge in Chambers, Room No 708 Tatham & Co, 
Queen Victoria st 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cratm. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Mar 11. 

Barker, Jamrs, Gt Castle st, Regent st, Outfitter April18 Marsden & Co, Henrietta at, 

Cavendish sq 
Bartow, ApeLa Fanny, Dover April 20 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Best, Jane Annie, Bath, Painter April 39 Gill & Bush, Bath 
Bovey, Henry, Birkdale, Lancs, Agent April12 Worden & Ashington, Southport 
Bovutton, James, Merthyr Tydfil, Horse Slaughterer April12 Lewis, Merthyr Tydfil 
easez, Cucenee James, Golder’s Green, Hendon April 12 Bower & Co, Bream's 

10 Zs 
Caarman, Grorae WititAm, Margate, Medical Practitioner March 31 Wilson, Margate 
Cuzetuam, Jony, Luzley Brook, Royton, Lancs, Commercial Traveller April 11 

Chadwick, Oldham 
Cottiss, Marta Ametia, Ramsgate 

eraple 


Coram, Taomas, Brightwell cres, Tooting Graveney, Surrey April 11 Kays & Jones, 
Noriolk st, Strand 

Datsy, Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull March 31 Cooper, Hull 

Dattox, Constance MansFigp, St Leonards on Sea April18 Rivers & Milne, Grace- 
church st 

Davey, Jony, Egham, Surrey April11 Horne & Co, Staines 

nee, Rozert, Blackpool, Fancy Goods Dealer May 14 Houghton & Co, Black- 
poo! 

Dupcroy, James, Jarrow, Durham, Licensed Victualler April 5 Stobo & Livingstone, 
arrow 

Ecax, Jonw Cannon, Trinity rd, Wandsworth Common, Licensed Victualler April 11 
Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Ettzepack, Mary ANN, Sale, Chester April 30 Innes, Manchester 

Ev.s, Henry Herneer, Toronto, Ontario, Canada April5 Hill, Penzance 


April 12 Bennett & Co, King's Bench walk, 


Harars, Lavinia, Matlock Bank, Derby April17 Ellis, 8 Leonards on Sea 


Haw try. Ranvoutrn Rawutiyson, Beverley, Yorks, Oil Merchant April 19 Jacobs & 
Dixon, Hull 


Hicxmay, Grorcz, West Ashby, Lincs, Farmer 

Hitt, Jonx, Luton April 1 Cooke & Sons, Luton 

Jacxson, Mary Jane, Epping April4 Richardson & Co, Much Hadham, Herts 

Jacksox, Ruova Exizapeta, Cheyne walk, Chelsea April 19 Peake & Co, Bed- 
ford row 

Jenkins, Rosert, Plymouth, Licensed Victualler April 1 Barrett, Plymouth 

Kay, Jonx, Rochdale April16 Chadwick, Rochdale 

Leamawn, Frederic Avotr, Constantine rd, Hampstead, Barber 
Bloxam, Linco!n’s inn fields 

Letan. Groactva Deane, Corbridge on Tyne, Northumberland April8 Brown & Son, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Lrox, Mary Eva, Winchester st May 11 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq 

Lewis, Francis Taroporr, Whitehall ct April 9 Arber & Lewis, Old Jewry chmbrs 

Lownpes, Mary Saran, Paignton April 20 Eastley & Eastley, Paignton 

McRaira, Ann, Netherleigh, Lancaster April8 Thompson & Co, Lancaster 

Marcn, Aurrep, Fordwych rd, Brondesbury April15 Bird & Bird, Gray's inn eq 

Mave, Lovrsa Apetarpr, Torquay April 20 Kitson & Co, Torquay 

Morrerrore, Horatio Tacon, Maldon, Essex, Stock Broker April 14 

Simmonds, Finsburv cireus 

Oppre, Henry Hoye, Ealing April9 Le Brasseur & Oakley, Carey at 

Paar, Etiey, Ribby with Wrea, nr Kirkham, Lancs March 31 Gaulter, Fleetwood 

Potpry, Wirttam Water, Peckham, Tobacconist April15 Woodroffes & Ashby, Gt 

Jover at 

Reeves, Taomas James, Essex villas, Kensington April 9 

Roarrsoyx, Mary, Wigan April 22 Peace & Ellis, Wigan 

Samrsow. Grorar Narnan, Tibshelf, nr /Alfreton, Butcher March 25 

Riversdale, nr Chesterfield 

Srrvya, Simon, Gracechurch st, Merchant April 14 Emanuel & Simmonds, Finsbury 

cirens 

Sewerr, Crarnes Tames, Porchester gins, Bayswater, Jeweller April 15 Gasquet & 

Co, Mincing In 

Snayxs, Henry Harpy Priest, Devonport April? Shelly & Johns, Plymouth 

Stocock, Bexsamtn Frank, Slough April 30 Charsley & Reynolds, Slough 

Sreprevxsoy, Enizaretn, Kingston upon Hull May7 Hearflelds & Lambert, Hull 

White, Jemma, Standon, Herta April 4 Richardson & Co, Much Hadham, Herts 

Wartreck, Francts, Tulse hill, Provision Merchant April 14 Beaumont & Co, 

Chancery In 

Wirtsnree Trowas. Won'lneigh st, Wandsworth Bridge rd, Coachman April 18 Gibson 

& Co, Portugal st bldgs 


April 11 Burton & Co, Lincoln 


April 16 Tooth & 








Emanuel & 


Henderson & Co, Philpot In 


Higginbottom, 


London Gazette.—Tvespay, March 15. 

ALSTON, JEAN ALLAN FRAZER, St George's rd, Pimlico March 25 Nevile & Smith, 
South sq,Gray’s inn 

ARMSTRONG, MARY ANN, Six Ways, Aston. Warwick April 30 Jagger, Birmingham 
BAILEY. WALTER Josepn, Styal, nr Handforth, Chester April 1 Smith & Brooks, 
Stockport 

BAYNFS. BENJAMIN Root. Canewdon, Essex March 31 Arthy & Fisher, Southend on 
Sea 

BERESFORD, DINAH, Mumbles, Glam April 9 Craven & Son, Preston 

BowERBANK. JANF, Greystoke, Cumberland April 16 Broatch & Son, Keswick 
BRowN, JosEpn, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Solicitor April 30 Jagger, Birmingham 
BRYER, THOMAS GRAY, Dorchester April 30 Andrews & Co, Dorchester 

Cross, Horace EpwARrp! Fraurn, Guildford April 30 Lawrence & Co, New sq, Lin- 
coln’s inn 

DALLAS, JANR, Iver Heath, Bucks April 29 Upperton & Co, Lincoln’s inn flelds 
FaRQUHARSON, JAMES CASAMATJOR, Brighton April 21 Poulter, Queen Victoria st 
Forses, Bovis, Cromwell pl, South Kensington April 4 Knapp-Fisher & Sons, 
Buckingham at 

GARDNER, RACHEL, Formby, Lancs April 30 Suter, Liverpool 

HARGREAVES, SARAH, Horbury April 16 Procter & Baldwin, Burnley 

InirFr, JANE EMMA, Tonsley pl, Wandsworth March 24 Knapp Fisher & Sons, 
Buckingham gt 

JACKSON, SARAH JANR, Kingston upon Hull April 12 Townsend, Hull 

M RSHALY, JANE CURTIS, Brighton May 11 Stevens & Son, Brighton 

MATHEW, MATILDA, Ealing April30 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 

METCALF, THOMAS, Axwell Park, nr Blaydon, Durham April30 Brown & Son, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 

MorGAN, WIttraM, East Putney, Cloth Paper Mounter April 30 
Town rd , ae 
LENKF, FREDERICK JOHN, Birmingham, Merchant Mayl Tarleton & Butlin, Birming- 
ham 

PARKER, LEONARD, Blackpool, Smallware Manufacture 
Manchester : 
PARRY, CHRISTINA ELIZABETH, Wavertree, Liverpool April 15 Banks & Co, Liverpool 
PARRY, CHARLOTTE, Wavertree. Liverpool April 15 Banks & Co, Liverpool 

PAYNE, MARY ANY, St Stephen's av, Shepherd’s Bush Aprilil Morton & Patterson, 
Old Jewry chambers 7 . 
ROSE, SARAH, Durlstone rd, Upper Clapton April 25 Syrett’& Sons, Finsbury pymt 
ScoTson, ANN. Leeds March 26 Roberts, Wrexham 

SHEPPARD, WILLIAMCHARLFES, Orford March 26 Franklin, Oxford 
SHIELD, ROBERT, Streatham hill, Turf Commission Agent April 13 Bilney, Temple av 
SISSON, ELIZA, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale April 2t Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
SMITH, ANDREW PATTISON, Rowdon, Chester April16 Lawson & Co. Manchester 
TAGG, Lucy ANN, Henley on Tharnes April30 Lyell & Betenson, Lloyd's av 

TAYLOR, ELIZA HEZMALHALCH, Bramley, Leeds April2 Lapton & Faweett, Leeds 


Jennings, Kentish 


r April 1 Phythian & Bland, 





Ewixc, Samvzi Southsea, Hants April8 Harteup & Co, Surrey st 
Farsect, Tomas, Bitton, Glos, Farmer April16 Anstey, Bristol 
Foawiss, Jonx, Oldham, Bootmaker April 12 Clark & Co, Oldham 


Geaves, Capt the Hon Wiiutam Spexcer Pacet, Craven ter, Lancaster gate April 2 
—__ Gribble & Co Bedford row - st 


WALKER, HENRY BROADHEAD, Headingley Hill, Leeds April 23 Nelson & Co, Leed 
WALTON, THOMAS, Widnes, Lancs, Cab Proprietor April 16 FJ &C Poole, Widnes 
WHALEY, JOHN NEWTON, Lincoln April12 Hebb & Sills, Lincolo 

WILLIAMS, ROBERT, Pendleton, Srlford March 25 Samuels & Co, Manchester 

WILSON, ELIZABETH SARAH ANN, Claremont Park, Blackpool April 16 Webste1 & 
Styring, Sheffield 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fnipay, March 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Asstt, S, & Co, Barwell, nr Hinckley, Leicester, Boot 
Manufacturers Leicester Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar9 
Barwarp, Fraxk Cviement, Kirton in Lindsey, Lincs 
Saddler Great Grimsby Pet Mar7 Ord Mar7 
Bass, Ex:, Luton, Hat Manufacturer Luton Pet Mar8 

Ord Mar 8 


BewJamin, Samvet, Leeds, Clothier Leeds Pet Mar 3 
Or r7 

Biap, James, Blaengwynfi, Collier Aberavon Pet Mar 7 
Ord Mar 7 

Buunt, Fraxx Jony, Farnham, Innkeeper Guildford 


et Mar7 Ord Mar 7 
Bosiey, James, Hereford ri, Bayswater, Lodging House 
Keeper High Court Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 8 
Baripers, Haron Ernest, Sutton, Surrey, Commission 
Agent High Court Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 7 
Brown, Rosert, Harrogate, Builder York Pet Feb 21 
rd Mar 7 
Boiuivant, Frank, Cheadle Hulme, Cheshire, Builder's 
Merchant Stockport Pet Mar 8 Ord Mar 8 
Corr, WatTer Sipxry, Banbury, Woollen Manufacturer 
Banbury Pet Jani Ord Mar9 
Draper, Henry Wa rer, Leicester 
Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 7 
Evans, Henry, Upper Rasson Ta Breeknock, Collier 
Tredegar Pet Mar 7 Ord Mar7 
Gagpykr, Georce Wriiiam, Kinoulton, Notts, 
Nottingham Pet Mar 7 ‘Ord Mar 7 
Gates, Coar.es, and Percy Darwett Gates, Whitchurch, 


Grocer Leicester 


Farmer 


Hants, Common Brewers Salisbury Pet Mar8 Ord 
r8 
Harpy, Samve.. Normanton, Yorks, Plumber Wakefield 
Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 7 


Harwoop, Hersear, Seedley, Lancs, Grocer Salford Pet 
Mars Ord Mar 8 

Hearp, Witi1am, Sidford, Devon, Market Gardener Exeter 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 8 

Hotioway, Joseru, Oldbury, Worcester, Boatman West 
Bromwich Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 8 

Hoercastie, Octavius Leoro.p, Radbourne rd, Balham, 
Clerk High Court Pet Mar7 Ord Mar7 

Jzrson, Ropert, Stockport, Cheshire, Foreman Pattern 
Maker Stockport Pet Mar7 Ord Mar7 

Kent, Hevry Leowanrp, and Hersert Harry Porter, Step- 


ney green, r= Oven Builders High Court Pet 
Mar 8 Mar 8 
LarpsserG, H L, & Co, Fore st, General Merchants High 


Court Pet Feb 25 ‘Ord Mar 5 

Laxapon, Wiiiiam, St Gennys, Cornwall, Farmer Truro 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 8 

Lanomeap, Atrrep Jouy, Exeter, General Dealer Exeter 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 

Last, Cnaaues Samvet, Gt Portland st, Manufacturer's 
Agent High Court Pet Mar 8 Ord Mar 8 

Leva, Cuarues Byeriey, Etherley, Durham, Innkeeper 
Durham Mar7 Ord Mar7 

Macvean, Attan Fitzroy, St Martin’s In, Westminster, 
Variety Agent High Court Pet Jan21 Ord Mar9 


Mitcae.y, HC, Victoria st High Court Pet Feb 1 Ord 
Mar 9 
Siiegeneen, Watuter Grorce, Acton Brentford Pet Mar 
Ord Mar 7 


Mrtwann, Joun Grorct Freperick, Castle Donington, 
Leicester, Butcher Leicester Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 9 

Moreaxs, Wittram, Ambleston, Pembroke, Woollen Manu- 
facturer Pembroke Dock Pet Mar9 Ord Mar9 

Newsuanm, Frep, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 
Pet Mar 9 Ord Mur 9 

Nicnoiis, Taomas Epwarp. Endell st, Long Acre, Carpen- 
ter High Court Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 9 

Pearson, Cuaries, Marton, Warwick, Well Sinker Coven- 
try Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 

Pitet, Henry Francois Louis, Regent.st High Court Pet 
Oct 19 Ord Mar 9 

QuamBuscH, Percy Epwarp, Nottingham pl, Accountant 
High Court Pet Mar 9 Ord Mar 9 

a Lowestoft GtYarmouth Pet Mar9 Ord 


Reynoips, Witttam Jon, Carbeal, Torpoint, Cornwall, 
Government Contractor Plymouth Pet Feb 12 Ord 


Sparks, a Neath Antex, Gam, Coal Miner Aberavon 
Pet Mar9 Ord Mar9 





Taittor, Liovet, Watford, Oiland Colourman &t Albans 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 8 

Wattine, Horace, Howask upon Trent, General Carter 
Nottingham Pet Mars Ord Mar 8 


Amended Notice substituted for that - acai in the 
London Gazette of Mar 


Bissop, Josgen WiitraM, Woking, ae. Builder Guild- 
ford Pet Feb10 Ord Mar 2 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bexsamtn, Samvet, Leeds, Clothier Mar 
Rec, 24, Bond at, Leeds 

Birp, James, Blaengwynfi Glam, Collier Mar 19 at 11 
Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary’s st, Swansea 

Brunt, Frank Jony, Farnham, Innkeeper Mar 21 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Bostry, James, Hereford rd, Bavswater, Lodging House 
Keeper Mar 21 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Berpers, Harotp Ervest, Sutton, Surrey, Commission 
Agent Mar2tat1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Brown, Rosert, Harrogate, Builder Mar22at3 Off Rec, 
The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Carrer, James Tuomas, Gt Yarmouth, Fruiterer Mar 19 
at 12 Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Carter, Wiiuram, Colaton Raleigh, Devon. Miller Mar 
22 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cireus, Exeter 

Dark, Deyvis, Northam, Devon, Dairyman Mar 21 at 3 
94, High st, Barnstaple 

Draper, Henry Watrer, Leicester, Grocer Mar 21 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Epmusps, Epwarep Witttam, Ruabon, Denbigh, Civil 
Engineer Mar 22at2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Epwarps, WititiAmM Henry, Ramsgate, Iron Founder 
Mar 19 at 10.15 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st. Canterburv 

Harpy, Samver, Altofts, nr Normanton, Plumber Mar 
2lat 11 Off Ree, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Hearp, Witttam. Sidford, Devon, Market Gardener Mar 
22 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Horncastie, Octavius Lropotp, Balham, Clerk Mar 21 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldes, Carey st 

Jenxine, WittiamM Eustace, Cardiff, Pitwood Merchants’ 
Manager Mar 22 at 12 Off Rec, 117, St Mary st, 
Cardiff 

Kent, Henry Leonarp, and Hersert Hatt Porter, Step- 
ney Green, Stepney, Oven Builders Mar 22 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Laypsperc, H L, & Co, Fore st, General Merchants Mar 
7 at11l Bankruptcy bldes, Carey st 

Layomeap, Atrrep Jonn, Exeter, General Dealer Mar 
23 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Last, Cuarves Samvuet, Gt Portland st, Importer'of Fancy 
Goods Mar 22at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Macieay, ALLAN Fitzroy, St Martin’s In, Variety Agent 
Mar 23 at 1 Bankruptcy bl*gs, Carev st 

Marks, Hyam, Trealaw, Rhondda. Boot Factor Mar 23 at 


2at 11 Off 








11.30 Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, Ponty- | 


pridd 
Martiy, Taomas Cratt Hacur, Southwold, Boat Builder 
Mar 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Mic -~ iL, HC, Victoria st Mar 23 at1ll Bankruptcy bldgs, 
arey st 


Nicwoits, Txomas Epwarp, Friern rd, East Dulwich, 


Carpenter Mar 22 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Prarsoy, Caarves, Marton, Warwick, Well Sinker Mar 
2latil Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
Pocsoy, Ernest Atrrep, Belvoir, Leicester, Farmer 
Mar 23 at 11 County Court House, St Peter’s gate, 


Nottingham 

Porpnam, Marcaret Hevex, Wellingborough, Builder Mar 
22at11 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Ports, James, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Cycle Engi- 
neer Mar 19at11 34, Fisher et, Carlisle 

Pritcuarp, Witt1am THomas Wess, Newport, Fancy 
Draper Mar 22 at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Roperts, Joun Stepney, Blaenau Festiniog, Quarryman 
Mar 19 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Row ey, Artuur Georce, Cardiff, Commercial Traveller 
Mar 2lat3 Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Sasraerp, WILiiamM Jon, Ludgershall, Bucks, Licensed 
Victualler Mar 19 at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Srasiey, Artsvr, and Jouw Patrerson, Lancaster, 
Auctioneer Mar 21 at 2.30 Palatine Café, Market st, 
Lancaster 

Srrvuewett, Harotp Freperaick Hareimson, Chatham 
Mar 21 at2 115, High st. Rochester 

Watson, Groncz, West Bridgford, Notts, Cabinet Maker 
Mar 22 at oa Of Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


| 





ADJUDICATIONS, 
Barwarp, Faayx Ciement, Kirton in et Liam, Sad- 
dler Great Grimsby Pet Mar7 Ord 
— Lk Luton, Hat Manufacturer Luton. “Pet Mar 8 


8 
ers Samvuet, Leeds, Clothier Leeds Pet Mar 3 
ar 
om. James Blaengwynfi, Glam, Collier Neath Pet Mar 
Ord Mar 7 

me... Grorcte Epwarp, Wigmore st, 
Singing High Court Pet Feb 9 Ord Mar 

Bosrry, James, Hereford rd, Bayswater, Salaies House 
Keeper High Court Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 

Buaxe, Wiiuram Amos, St George's av, Tufnell Park, 
ew, Cabinet Maker High Court Pet Jan14 

Breskat, Isaac, Greenwood rd, Dalston High Court 
Pet Nov16 Ord Mar 9 

Beipees, Harorp Ernest, Sutton, Surrey, pomeneiin 
Agent High Court Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 

Brows, Mn Harrogate, Builder York. Pet Feb 21 

r9 

Butuvayt, Frank, Cheadle Hulme, Cheshire. 
Mechant Stockport Pet Mar8 ‘Ord Mar 8 

Davips, Ferpinanp, South st, Finsburv, General Merchant 
High Court Pet Dec13 Ord Mar 7 

Daaper, Henry Watters, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet 
Mar 7 Ord Mar 7 

Evans, Henry, Upper Raeson Beaufort, Brecknock, Collier 
Tred egar Pet Mar7 Ord Mar7 

Gargpyer, Grorce WIttram, Eissutten, Notts, Farmer 
Nottingham Pet Mar 7 Ord Mar7 

Gates, CHARLES, and Percy Dazwertt Gates, Whitchurch, 
Hants, Common Brewers Salisbury Pet Mar8 Ord 

ar 8 

Gouuver. Samuet, Aylesbury. Bucks, Wine Merchant 

Aylesbury Pet Feb16 Ord Mar 7 


9 sacher of 


suilder's 


Harpy, Samvet, Normanton, Plumber Wakefield Pet 
Mar7 Ord Mar 7 

Haswoop, Hersert, Seedley, Lancs, Grocer Salford Pet 
Mars Ord Mar8 


Heargp, Witt1am, Byes View, Devon, Market Gardener 
Exeter Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 

Hotioway, Joszpa, Oldbury, Worcester, Boatman West 
Bromwich Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 7 

Horwcastie, Octavius Lzopotp, Radbourne a. Balham 
Clerk High Court Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 7 

Jenkins, Wiv1am, Pentreparr, Lilandilofawr, Carmarthen, 
Tea Merchant’ Carmarthen Pet Feb5 Ord Mar 4 

Jenison, Francis Hersert, Upper Cheyney, nr Bitton, 
Glos, Analytical Chemist Bristol Pet Mar 1 Od 

ar 9 

Jerson, Rosert, Stockport, Foreman Pattern Maker Stock- 
port Pet Mar7 Ord Mar7 i‘ ‘ 

Josern, Isaac, New Cut, Lambeth, Fruiterer High Court 
Pet Feb 15 Ord Mar8 

Kent, Henry Leowarp, and Hersert Haru Porter, 
Stepney green, Stepney, Oven Builders High Court 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 

LanGpon, Wiiui1aM, Dizzard, St Gennys, Cornwall, Farmer 
Truro Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 

Lanomeap, Atraep Joun, Exeter, General Dealer Exeter 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 

Last, Caanues Samvugt, Gt Portland st, Importer of Fancy 
Goods High Court Pet Mar8 Ord Mar 8 

Leyo, Cuargites Brearvey, Etherley, Durham, Inake*per 
Durham Pet Mar7 Ord Mar7 

Martin, Wiiitam, and Tomas Apert Bartvcett, Russia 
ct, Milk st, Builders High Court Pet Feb 16 Ord 
Mar 5 

Morcay, Witt1am, Ambleston, Pembroke, Woollen Manu- 
facturer Pembroke Dock Pet Mar 9 Ord Mar 9 

NewsnHam, Faep, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sheffield 
Pet Mar9 Ord Mar9 

Nicnotts, Taomas Epwarp, Friern rd, East Dulwich, 
Carpenter High Court Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 9 

Pearson, CHARLES, n, Warwick, Well Sinker 
Coventry Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 

Perey, Cuaruzs James, Whitechapel es Tobacco Dealer 
High Court Pet Jan20 Ord Mar 

Rexve, Fanny, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth Pet Mar 9 Ord 
Mar 9 

ScuwaRrtz, Merian,Goodge at, Tottenham Court rd, Fancy 
Goods Dealer High Court Pet Feb 10 Ord Mar 9 


Srargs, Grorcr, Neath Abbey,,Glam, Coal Miner Neath 
Pet Mar9 Ord Mar9 
Srrvucnett, Hasotp Faeperick Hasgrison, Chatham, 


Lieutenant RMLI Rochester Pet Feb2 Ord Mars 
TritTox. Lionget, Watford, Oil and Colourman St Albans 
Pet Mar8 Ord Mar8 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


MoOooRGATE STRAT, LONDON, 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS — -_LI@ENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the GCorporation. 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases 


om apoiication. 


or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 
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Wattine, Horace, Newark upon Trent, General Carter 
Nottingham Pet Mars Ord Mars 

ADJUDICATION ANNULLED, RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED, AND rETITION DISMIS3ED. 

Husszoves, Wiuypson Jouw Beravcuamp, Park village 
East, Regent's, Park High Court Pet Nov4, 1ss7 
Rec Ord Nov 23, 1887 Adjud Nov 30, 1887 Resc, Annul 
and Dis Pet Mar 4, 1910 


London Gazette.—TUZSDAY, March 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apams, C, Surbiton, Builder Kingston, Surrey Pet Feb 
22 Ord Mar 10 


Bourrey, Heneat Marc Apaizx, Twickenham, Tailor 
Brentford Pet Mar12 Ord Mar 12 


Sanprorp, Lieut Wii11am Hersert, RN, HMS Dominion 
High Court Pet Feb18 Ord Mar 10 
Satcaweitt, W, St Margarets, Twickenham 
Pet Jani5 Ord Maril 

Stewart, Matcotm, Upper Gloucester pl High Court 
Pet Maril Ord Mar 11 

Swinney, Cuanies Francis Epwarp, Queen Victoria st, 
Company Director High Court Pet Feb 14 Ord 
Mar 10 

Tuvux.ow (Lord), Bruce Tuomas Joun Hove tt-Tavriow 
Cummina, Egerton cres, Brompton High Court Pet 
Oct 19 Ord Mar 10 

Tugnes, Haray, Sholver, Oldham, Farmer Oldham Pet 
Feb 28 Mar 10 


Brentford 


Wagon, Atsext, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt Grimsby Pet 
Mar10 Ord Mar 10 

Watson, Atraep Joun, Horseley Heath, Tipton, Grocer 
Dudley Pet Feb 21 Ord Mar 11 

Warson, James Hume, Austin Friars, Stock Broker High 





zows, CLAUDE, Whingate, Armley, ar Leeds, Grocer 

Wakefield Pet Marii Ord Mar 11 

Buck, ABest, Irlams o’ th’ Height, nr Manchester, 
China Dealer Salford Pet Mar 10 Ord Mar 10 

Buntinc, CaHaBLes Jouy, West Hartlepool, Solicitor 
Sunderland Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar 9 | 

Crort, Joun, Walkerith, Lincs, Builder Lincoln Pet 
mari0 Ord Mar 10 

Dimmock, Gzoree, st Thomas rd, Finsbury Park, Pork | 
Butcher High Court Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 

DinspaLe, Ricnarp, Gt Asby, nr Appleby, Westmorland, 
Grocer Kendal Pet Mar12 Ora Mar 12 

Kast, Joun Asniey, Hakin, Milford Haven, Pembroke, 


Fish Buyer Pembroke Dock Pet Mar 11 Ord 
Mar 11 

Fistpex, Lewis Henay, York, Grocer York Pet Mar 10 
Ord Mar 10 


GippinGs, ALFaeD Horswitt, Liverpool, Engineer Liver- 
puvol Pet Feb9 Ord Mar 10 
Hann, J W, Forest Gate, Coffee Extract Merchant High 
Court Pet Feb16 Ord Mar 11 
Hanps.ey, AgTHuR, sen, Kennington rd, Milk Contractor 
High Court Pet Feb17 Ord Mar 11 
Hazaor, Epmunp, Sealand, Flint, Farmer Chester Pet 
Mari12 Ord Mar 12 
Huinemann, Ett Dasyry, Crawley mews, South Kensing- 
ton, Automobile Engineer igh Court Pet Mar 10 
Ord Mar 10 
Heumines, Exvizasets, Goodramgate, York, Hotel Pro- 
prietress York Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 
Hices, Jouxn, West Gorton, Manchester, Grocer Man- | 
chester Pet Mar 11 O:d Maril 
Humpsssy, F, Franciscan 14, Tooting, 
Wandsworth PetFeb9 Ord Mar 10 
Joezeu, Epwarp, New Cross rd, House Furnisher High 
Court Pet Feb18 Ord Mar 11 
Kexso, Ropert, Darlington, Labourer 
Pet Mar9 Ord Mar 9 
Lawrance, ALICE, and Gzorce ALFRED Lawrance, Ips- | 
wich, Mineral Water Manufacturers Ipswich ret | 
Maril Ord Mar 11 | 
Manton, L E, Capernuray, Carnforth, Lancs Preston Pet 
Feb 15 Ord M.r la 
Monoax, Heway Bycuax, Crynant, nr Neath, Glam, Builder | 
= —_— Pet Maril Ora Maril | 
yers, WILLIaM, Specnymoor, Durham n M 
Durham Pet Mar 3 yora Mar12 “ aes 
Peres, Wittiam, North Hill, Launceston, Cornwall 
5 Butcher Plymouth Pet Mar 11 Ord Mar 11 . 
LANT, JOSEPH BUGENE, Uxbridge rd, Shepherd’ 
‘ oy a ee ee Maril Ord tar 11 — 
owa_L, Epwin, Chawnhill, Stourbridge, Colli ie- 
i tor tg J png ond _— ad in” sichaecedia 
YNOLDS, GEORGE GENT, uton st West. 
~~ Cab Driver High Court Pet "Mar 12 "on 
. ; 
Rivout, Puiip AvBeRt, Boys Hill, Holnest r y | 
- Yeovil Pet Marl2 Ord Mar 12 penne, Sane 
J88ELL, AUGUsTUs, Wyvil rd, S Lambeth rd, | 
High Court Pet Feb14 Ord Mar 10 wane J 


Boot Dealer 





Stockton on Tees 


Court Pet Novis Ord Mar 10 

Wesreay, Col Joann Sutton Epwaagp, Bickenhall mans, 
Marylebonerd High Court Pet Feb 19 Ord March 
10 


Waitt, Georae, Bathpool, Somerset, Herdsman Taunton 
Pet Marl2 Ord Mar 12 

Woops, Faepeaick, Bognor, Sussex, Carter Brighton Pet 
Mar i0 Ord Mar lu 

Wrene, Mascaret, Carnarvon, Coal Merchant Bangor 
Pet Marit Ord Mar 11 


Yares, Witii1am, Leeds, Labourer Leeds Pet Mar 10 
Ord Mar 10 

Yeo, A Bognarp, Vauxhall, Dairy Engineer High Court 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Mar lu 


FIRST MEETING. 


AseE.t, 8, & Co, Barwell, nr Hinckley, Leicester, Boot 

Manufacturers Mar 23 at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
icester 

Apams, C, Surbiton, Surrey, Builder Mar 23 at 11.30 
182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Bagnakd, #£RaNK Ciement, Kirton in Lindsey, Lincs, 
Saddier Mar23ati1l Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt 
Grimsby 

Bett, WittiAmM Henry, Devonport, Licensed Victualler 
Mar 23at 3.30 7, Buckland ver, Plymouth 

Biaac, Wituiam, and Greoxee Biace, Retford, Notts, 
Plumbers Mar 24 at 12 Off Kec, 10, Bank st, 
Lincola 

Buck, Avsert, Irlams o’ th’ Height, nr Manchester, 
China Dealer Mar 23 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom #t, Man- 
chester 

Carr, Witt1am Hanay, Doncaster, Milk Dealer Mar 24 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Shetiield 

Cuas.tox, Hurace, Burghfield Berks, Butcher Mar 23 at 
12 The Queen’s Hotei, ing 

Diumock, Geurce, St Thomas rd, Finsbury Park, Pork 
butcher Mar24at1l Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Fieipes, Lewis Heney, York, Grocer Mar 24at2.45 Off 
Rec, The Ked House, Duncombe pl, York 

GarpneR, Geosxce Wi.uiam, Kionoulton, Notts, Farmer 
Mar 30at3 Off Rec, 4, Castile pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Gates ,Cuagies, and Peroy Dezwetr Gares, Whitchurch, 
Hants, Common Brewers Mar24at 1 Off Rec, City 
chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Goprrey, Jonny, Chesterfeld, Colliery Banksman Mar 23 

_ @t1l Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

GULLIVER, Samug., Aylesbury, Wine Merchant Mar 23 at 
12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Hanps.ey, AgTuur, sen, Kennington rd, Milk Contractor 
Mar 24at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hann, F W, Field rd, Forest Gate, Coffee Extract Mer- 
chant Mar3latilz Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Haswoop, Heasest, Seediey, Lancs,Grocer Mar 23 at 2.30 
Off Rec, byrom st, Manchester 

Heinemann, Emit Dabney, Cranley mews, South Kensing- 
ton, Automobile sngineer Mar 24 at1 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 





200tb Wear. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Copigd from Policy dated 1788, 


A, W. COUSINS, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and); PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
= WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 
including ACCIDENTS TO 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 





Heap Orrice: 


| N 63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
BURGLARY, 
PLATE GLASS 


District Manager. 





FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN INSURANCE OFFICE are accepted by the 


Various Divisions of the High Courts 
and the Supreme Courts of Scotland 


Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty’s Government. 


of Justice in England and Ireland 
» the Masters in Lunacy, Board of 


Hemomines, Exvizanrru, Goodramgate, Yorks, Hotel Pro- 
prietress Mar 24 at 3.30 Off Kec, The Red House, 
Dumbombe pl, York 

Ho.ioway, Joszru, Oldbury, Boatman Mar 23 at 11.30 
Ruskin chinbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Houmpnueey, F, Tooting, Boot Dealer Mar 23 at 12 132, 
Yurk rd, Westminster Bridge 

Huasr, Stepsen, Prebend gdns, Chiswick, Builder April 1 
at3 14, Bedford row 

Jevrerixs, Heyey Cuaries, Gerrards Cross, Bucks, 
Clothier April 5at12 14, Bedford row 

Josgrx, Eowanp, New Cross rd, House Furnisher Mar 23 
at2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lene, Cuastes Bysgiey, Etheriy, Durham, Innkeeper 
Mar 23 at3 Oif Kec, 4, Manor pi, Sunderland 

Lioyp, Waiter Joun, Wygfair, Sc Asaph, Denbigh, 
Chauffeur Mar 24at12 Urypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

McKinxay, Rosert Garpingr, Stevenage, Herts, Head- 
master Mar 23 at 12.3u Off Rec, The Parade, Nort- 
hampton 

Mi.twankp, Joun Gronce Freperics, Castle Donington, 
Leicester, Butcher Mar 24at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge 
st, Leicester e 

Mose@asx, Henxy Bryowan, Crynant, nr Neath, Builder 
Mar23 atil Off Kec, Government bidgs, St Mary’s st, 
Swansea 

Moreas, Wittiam, Ambleston, Pembroke, Woollen Manu- 
facturers Mar 23 ut12.45 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car- 
Inarthen 2 

Morse.t, Joseru Taomas, Southend on Sea, Clerk April 
latiz 14, Bedtord row 

NewsHam, Fup, Shettield, Licensed Victualler Mar 24 at 
1z Utf Kec, Figtree in, Sheffieid 

Owen, Tuomas Gairvrirua, Holyhead, Anglesey, Stonemason 
Mar 23 at 2.30 sSvation Hotel, Holynead 

Piret, Henny Francis Louis, Kegent st Mar 23 at 12 
bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Piast, Joscrd bueenx, Uxbridge rd, Shepherds Bush, 
Baker April latll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Power, Josxreu Frepgeick, Walsall, Draper April 4 at 
12 Off Kec, Wolverhampton 

QuamBuscu, Pescy Kpwasv, Nottingham pl, Accountant 
Mar 23 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Russe.t, Aucustus, Wyvilrd, Soutn Lambeth rd, Vauxhall 
Mar 23 atl Bankruptcy blags, Carey st : 

Sanprusp, Lieut WitLiaM HERBsext, KN, HMS Dominion 
Mar 24ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Uarey st 

Sprauks, Gaorce, Neath Abbey, Giam, Cowl Miner Mar2é 
“til Otf Kec, Government bidgs, St Mary’s st, Swan- 


sea 

Srze., Evaae, Brighton, Accountant Mar 23 at 12 Off 
Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Bnghton ; 

Srewakt, MaLcoLm, Upper Gioucester pl April 1 at 12 
Bankruptcy blags, Carey st ; ; 

SwinvEN, GHakLes HRancis Epwarp, Queen Victoria st, 
Company Uirector Mar 31 at 12 bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Tavr.ow, (Lord) Bkuce Tuomas Joun Hoveti-Tuvrtow 
Cumming, Egerton cres, Brompton Mar 3i atl Bank- 
rupicy bidgs, Carey st ; 

Tuanxku, Hagsy, Sbolver, nr Oldham, Farmer April 1 at 
ll.gv Otf Kec, Greaves st, Oidham 

Wat Linc, Huowacs, Newark upon Trent, Notts, General 
Carter Mar z4 at 11 Uff Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

Warson, James Hume, Austin Friars, Stock Broker Mar 
24atl Sankruptcy blags, Carey st 

Wesrers, Colonei Jonny Surtun Epwarp, Bickenhall 
mans, Marylebone rd Mar 24 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st E 

WiLkinsox, AsabeLtta Tuyezer, Folkestone, Lodging 
House Keeper Mar 23 at 10.156 Off Rec, 684, Castle 
st, Canterbury 

Woups, Faevericx, Bognor, Carter Mar 23 at 11.30 Off 
Kec, 4, Pavilion blags, Brighton 

Yares, Wi.iiaM, Leeds, Labourer Mar 23 at 11 Off Rec, 
21, Bond st, 

Yxo, A Buanasp, South Lambeth rd, Vauxhall, Surrey, 
Dairy Engineer Mar 31 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey 8t 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Mar 11: 


Draper, Henry WALTER, Leicester, Grocer Mar 21 at 13 
Otf Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ratngs,'Eorrton Cuantes Aueustus, Henley on Thames, 
Surgeon Reading Pet May & Ord Mar 10 

Buiunt, Fraxx Jous, Farnham, Innkeeper Guildford 
Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 11 

Boursoy, Henat Mage Apnrizn, Twickenbam, Tailor 
Brentford Pet Mar 12 Orda Mar 12 

Brows, Craupr, Whingate, Armley, or Leeds, Grocer 
Waketiela Pet Maril Ord Mar il 

Buex, Aveeat, Irlams o’ th’ Height, nr Manchester, China 
Dealer Salford Pet Marlo Ord Mar 10 

Crort, Jouy, Walkerith, Lincs, Builder Lincoln Pet Mar 
10 Ord Mar 10 


Diumock, Gzores, St Thomas rd, Finsbury Park, Pork 
Butcher High Court Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 

Dixspate, Ricuarp, Gt Asby, nr Appleby, Westmorland, 
Grocer Kendal Pet Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 

East, Joun Asutey, Hakin, Milford Haven, Pembroke, 

Fish Buyer Pembroke Dock Pet Marli Ord Mar 11 

Fierpex, Lewis Hens, Bootham, York, Grocer York 

Pet Mar 10 Ord Mar 10 

Guitpinc, E Winariexp, Guildford Guildford Pet Jan 
16 Ord Mar 10 


Harrop, Epmuxv, Point Farm, Sealand, Flint, Farmer 


Chester Pet Mar12 Ord Mar 12 ; 
Heineman, Emit Dasyey, Cranley mews, South Kensing- 
ton Automobile Engineer High Court Pet Mar 10 
Ord Mar 10 
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Hemainos. Evizanetu, Goodramgate, York, Hotel Proprie- 
tor ork Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 10 
Hicxury, Acrrep, Cranford, Winchmore Hill 
Pet Feb2 Ord Mar 10 

Hiaoes, Joux, West Gorton, Manchester, Grocer Manches- 
ter Pet Maril Ord Mar 11 

Jerrarys, Henry Cuartrs, Oak End Waye, Gerrard’s 
Cross, Bucks, Clothier Windsor Pet Mar 4 Ord 
Mar9 

Keso, Bozert, Darlington, Labourer Stockton on Tees 
Pet Mar9 Ord Mar9 

Lawrayceg, Auics. and Grorce Atrarp Lawrance, Ips- 
wich, Mineral Water Manufacturers Ipswich Pet Mar 
11 Ord Mar 11 

McAvpiy. ALay, Leicester, Electrical Engineer 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Mar 10 

Marks, Hyam. Trealaw, Rhondda, Glam, Boot Factor 
Pontypridd Pet Feb 21 Ord Mar 9 

Mippietoxn, Water Groraz, Acton ln, Acton Brentford 
Pet Mar7 Ord Mar 11 

Moroay, Henry Brycuay, Cynant, nr Neath, Builder 
Neath Pet Mari1 Ord Mar il 

Paerxe, WitiiasM. Northhill, Launceston, Cornwall, Butcher 
Plymouth Pet Marit Ord Mar 1! 
Powrut, Epwix, Chawnill, Stourbridge, Worcester, Col- 
liery Proprietor Dudley Pet Marill Ord Mar 11 
PrironarD, Cuaries Titus Davin, Chiswick, Tailor 
Brentford Pet Feb9 Ord Marg 

Quin, Curnerrt Cuartes Swainston, Coventry st High 
Court Pet Nov 25 Ord Mar 10 

Reynoivs, Georer Gent, Wilton rd West, Acton Vale, 
Motor Cab Driver High Court Pet Mar 12 Ord 
Mar 12 

Rivout, Puiiiire Avert, Holnest, Dorset, Farmer 
Pet Mar12 Ord Mar 12 

Rowtey, Arraur Gerouacr, Cardiff, Commercial Traveller 
Cardiff Pet Jan24 Ord Mar 11 

Seivert, Fritz, Finsbury st, Printer 
Feb 4 Ord Mar ll 

Srewart, Macco.im, Upper Gloucester pl High Court Pet 
Marill1 Ord Mar It 

Turner, Harry, Sholver, Oldham, Farmer 
Feb 28 Ord Mar 12 

Waap, Avsert, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt Grimbsy 
Mari10 Ord Mar 10 

Wuits, Groroe, Creech Barrow, Bathpool, Somerset, Herds- 
man Taunton Pet Marlz Ord Mar 12 

Woops, Farpericx, Bognor, Carter Brighton Pet Mar 
10 Ord Mar 10 

Wrenn, Marcaret, Carnaryon, Coal Merchant 
Pet Marll Ord Mar il 

Yates, Witiiam, Leeds, Labourer 
Ord Mar 10 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Davenport, Avert Ricnarp James, Malpas rd, New 
Cross, Sorter in Post Office High Court Adjud June 24, 
1898 Date of Annul, Dec 16, 1909 


High Court 


Leicester 


Yeovil 


Greenwich Pet 


Oldham Pet 


Pet 


Bangor 


Leeds Pet Mar 10 


THE 


BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 


COMPANY, LIMITED. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL AND RESERVES - £1,280,000. 


Head Office— 
5, LOTHBURY, BANK, LONDON, E.C. 


Trustees. : 
The Right THE LORD CHIEF JUSTICE OF 
ENGLAND, G.C.M.G. 

The Right Hon. Sir J. C. BIGHAM. 
The Hon. Sir WALTER G. F. PHILLIMORE, Baszr., 
D.C.L,, LU.D. 


Hon. 


Directors. 
Chairman: M. F. MONIER-WILLIAMS, Esq. 
Deput y- ‘hairman: Cc. a. KEKEWICH, Ese. 

R. J. Bowerman, Esq. William Hitchins, Esq. 
John G. Bristow, Esq. Ernest Humbert, Esq. 
Holroyd Chaplin, Esq. Archibald Herbert James, Esq. 
Robert. W. Dibdin, Exsq.. Frederick C. Maples, Esq. 
R. L. Fulford, Esq. | Allan E. Messer, Esq. 
Hamilton Fulton, Esq. Robert C. Nesbitt, Esq. 
Edward G. Gibson, Esq. | Walter P. Norton, Esq. 
I. W. N. Hickley, Esq. | E. Fitzjohn Oldham, Esq. 
Robert G. F. Hills, Esq. |G, L. Whately, Eaq. 
Messrs. Baker, Braker, & Hawes. 
Bankers : Messrs. Ropartrs, Lussock, & Co. 
Manager and Secretary: H, Fostex Currier. 
BRANCH ESTASLISHMENTS AT 
RMINGHAM, 124, Colmore-row. 
MGHTON, 138, North-street. 
Z OL, 31, Baldwin-street. 
INBURGH, 47, Frederick-street, 

EEDS, 5, East-parade, (S.W. 
LONDON (West End), 3, Regent-street, Waterloo-place, 
LONDON (City Branch), 37, Queen Victoria-street. 
LONDON (Law Courts), 73-9, Birkbeck Bank-chambers, 

Southampton-buildings, E.C. 
LIVERPOOL, 8, The Temple, Dale-street. 
CHESTER (Sub-Branch), 16, Corn Exchange-chambers, 
MANCHESTER, 41, Cross-street. 
GLASGOW, 105, West George-street, 
NEW CASTLE-ON-TYNE, Post Ofice-chambers. 
DUBLIN, 23, St. Andrew-street. 
BELFAST, 79, Royal-avenue. 

This Company, established by members of the Legal Pro- 
fession throughout the country, entertain Proposals for 
Insurance against damage by Fire and Lightning on eligible 
risks, within the United Kingdom. including Mercantile 
Insurances. Also Loss of Profits due to Fire, Workmen’s 
Compensation, Employers’ Liability, Accident and Sickness, 
and Burglary, Fidelity Guarantee. No Foreign Business 
undertaken. Application for Agencies invited. 


Se fors 


I 
aR 
| 
I 


) 





OLICITOR’S RESIDENCE. — Suitable 
House and neighbourhood for Solicitor; artistic 
style; very well built under architect: large hail, 3 
entertaining, 6 bedrooms, dressing-room, batier’s pantry ; 
perfect repair; lease 89 years; ground-rent £25; price 
£2,500.—Letters only to Lex, care of Meesrs. Deacon & 
Co., 1564, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 





ANTED, at once, by a firm of London 
Solicitors, a first-class Conveyancing Manaving 

Clerk, aged under 40, who has not been articled, Must 
have had good experience of London practice in all 
branches of conveyancing, family business, trusts, com- 
pany law, and building estates, and must be able to act 
with slight supervision.—Apply bv letter, stating quali- 
fications and salary, to A. B., Box 381, 8. H, Benson 


Ltd., Kingsway Hall, W.C. 

7 SOLICITORS, ACCOUNTANTS, 
ARCHITECTS, &-.—A Professional Firm are 

willing to arrange for joint user of Furnished Offices and 

Attendance at address following. — Apply, in first 

instance, to Ara, care of Secretary, 11, Queen Victoria- 

street, E.C. 








~PANISH.—Legal and other Documents 
Translated into English.—Apply, Mr. Wyndham A. 
Bewes’ C.xerx, 3, Tempie-gardens, E.C. Holborn 4727. 


YO SOLICITORS and PRINCIPALS,— 

Required, £50,000 on Freehold Property close to 

London ; ample security. No agents.—Raopzs, care of 
“ Solicitors’ yournal,”’ 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


4 IRST FLOOR OFFICES, facing N.L. Rly. 
Station, over busy Auctioneer’s Uffices; good 
scope ; rent 15s. 6d. weekly, or lease would be granted. — 
Apply, W. Srevans, F.A.I., Aucwoneer, opposite Dalston 











Juncton, N.E. 


YHURCH STREET, KENSINGTON.- 
Capital Ground Floor, Shop or Offices, and light | 
basement to be Let at £65 per annum inclusive, in best | 
part acd well known situation. Suitable for solicitor 
or arcbitect.—Apply, Parsoms, Auctioneer, 40, Church- 
street, Kensington, W. 


LD STREET POLICE COURT.—Ad- | 
vocacy.—Offices to be Let, at low inclusive rent, , 
on second floor of new building opposite the above; | 
now vacant ; occupied by solicitors.—Apply, Surveyors, 
‘own Hall-chambers, 374-8, Old-street, H.C, 
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ORTHERN 


ASSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 


FIRE. LIFE. 
BURGLARY. ACCIDENT. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY. 


Accumulated Funds (1908) £7,198,000. 


LONDON OFFICE :—1, Moorgate Street. 





Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


BY AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 


Snare Ceativicatzs, Deszwrurss, &c. engraved and 
printed. OvricraL Seas d Z d and execut 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
RICHARD FLINT & CO., 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 

49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 





Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 





A SUMMER RESIDENCE 
BY THE SEA. 


Special Season Tickets 
are now issued to 
BRIGHTON, HOVE, 
WORTHING, 
EASTBOURNE, 


And other Seaside Resorts 


Adapted to the 


COURT SITTINGS. 


- _— 








LAW 
TERM 
SEASON 
TICKETS 





Det ils will be sent upon application to $123, 
Publicity Department, London Brighton and South 
Coas’ Railway, London Bridg Se 


Pp & PLEASURE CRUISES. 
. © By 8.¥. “VECTIS,” 6,000 Tons, 


From MARSEILLES (Rail and Sea conneetions from 
London). 
DALMATIA and VENICE | No. 3.—APRIL 21 to Mar¥ 19. 
ALGIERS, SPAIN, &c. No. 4.—MAY 20 to JUNE 6. 
FARES.—No. 3, from 30 Guineas, 
No. 4, from 15 Guineas. 





ASTER. — SHORT SEA-TRIPS. 


By P. & 0. MAIL STEAMERS from London. 


8 Days.—GIBRALTAR and BACK. 
First Saloon, 217 12s. 


8 Days.—GIBRALTAR and MARSEILLES. 
Returning by Rail via Paris ; or viee versa, 
First Class throughout, 219 19s. 


15 Days.—GIBRALTAR, MARSEILLES, and Baek by 
Sg, 


Sea. 
First Saloon, 219 16s. 
ON APPLICATION. 


P. & O. 


122, LEADENHALL STREET, E.C. 
NORTHUMBERLAND AVENUE, W.C., 


ILLUSTRATED HANDBOOKS 


} LONDON, 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep 1n THE Reiaw ov Wittram & Masry, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Ooroners. 
CORPORATION ¢ UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No. 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&c., and to solicit their continued support. — — 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and ‘Dis- 
solutions of Partnership, with necessary 
le of “London Gasette” kept for free reference. By 


appointment, 
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